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FOREWORD 


IN  obtaining  source  material  for  the  paper  on  “Jonathan 
Hager,  Founder”,  my  debt  to  Professor  Frank  L.  Hager, 
Fayette,  Missouri  is  paramount.  Professor  Hager,  a  mem¬ 
ber  of  the  Marylana  Historical  Society,  and  a  descendant  of 

the  Founder’s  brother,  has  been  exhaustive  in  his  researches, 

% 

in  both  this  country  and  Germany,  of  the  Hager  line.  From 
data  he  has  compiled  he  has  been  most  generous  in  assisting 

me.  His  cousins,  Mr.  Miller  Wingert  and  Mr.  William  Wing- 
ert,  deserve  their  share  of  warm  appreciation  for  their  un¬ 
abated  interest  and  information ;  also  Mr.  Lewis  S.  Hamilton 
for  submission  of  his  late  brother’s  papers,  the  work  of  Mr. 
William  R.  Hamilton;  and  Miss  Mary  Harter,  for  her  court¬ 
eous  permission  of  the  use  of  the  ledger  of  her  ancestor, 
Capt.  William  Heyser.  Lastly,  the  kindness  of  Mrs.  Robert 
F.  Brent  and  her  grandniece,  Mrs.  Gaylord  Clark,  both  of 
Baltimore  has  made  possible  the  addition  of  some  hitherto 
unpublished  family  files.  It  was  Mr.  Brent  who,  as  a  direct 
descendant  of  the  Founder,  supplied  Judge  Williams  with 
his  information  concerning  Jonathan  Hager,  and  which  is 
today  found  in  Williams’  “History  of  Washington  County , 
Maryland” . 


Maidstone-on-the-Potomac, 
October,  1936. 
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CHAPTER  I 


ANOTHER  IMMIGRANT  COMES  TO  AMERICA 

THE  old  story  which  has  its  ending  in,  “It  must  have  been 
two  other  fellows”  could  fit  most  neatly  into  a  paper 
on  Jonathan  Hager  .  And  right  there  we  face  the  is¬ 
sue — which  “Jonathan  Hager”?  For  there  were  five  men  who 
bore  this  very  name!  The  novice  who  proudly  displays  a  bill 
of  sale,  a  deed  or  hand-me-down  “fact”  associated  with  Jona¬ 
than  Hager  assumes,  of  course,  that  he  is  referring  to  the 
Founder  of  Hagerstown.  Unhappily  enough,  in  nine  cases  out 
of  ten,  these  facts  pertain  to  one  of  the  other  four  Jonathans. 
Three  of  these,  it  is  true,  can  be  marked  down  on  the  Founder’s 
list:  himself;  his  son,  Jonathan,  Jr.;  and  his  great-grand 
nephew,  Jonathan  David  Hager.  The  remaining  two  Hagers 
were  contemporaries  of  the  Founder’s  family,  but  were  in  no 
way  related  to  it.  They  likewise  were  a  father  and  son,  the 
former  known  as  “the  Wagonmaker”  or  “Tavern-keeper”,  the 
latter  as  a  store-keeper  or  “Miller”.  These  two  personalities 
are  fused  together  as  one  in  the  popular  mind;  of  course, 
wrongly  so.  And  while  great  confusion  understanding^  sur¬ 
rounds  the  five  Jonathans,  what  of  that  mysterious  elder 
brother  of  the  Founder?  We  refer  to  David  Hager.  Specu¬ 
lation  never  cured  curiosity,  but  a  little  research  often  sup¬ 
plies  a  satisfying  answer.  Let  us  turn  back  the  pages  of  his¬ 
tory  to  the  first  Jonathan  Hager,  the  Founder. 

Was  it  high  adventure  or  more  practical  reasons  which 
brought  exactly  two  hundred  years  ago  a  young  German  lad 
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into  our  great,  unexplored  wilderness?  Time  has  a  lordly  way 
of  blotting  out  the  past,  especially  the  undivulged  motives  of 
men.  On  the  other  hand,  immediate  events  and  traits  of 
character  often  lead  to  a  correct  solution.  We  know,  for  in¬ 
stance,  that  the  young  man’s  home,  in  Westphalia,  had  already 
been  a  scene  of  war  and  famine  for  thirty-six  long  years;  bal¬ 
ance  against  this  destitution  of  the  land  our  own  fertile  regions 
where,  in  1736,  the  grasses  of  the  Valley  grew  “head-high”  and 
where  the  air  was  even  more  “salubrious”  than  now.  When 
a  man  is  young — only  twenty-two — adventure  and  romance 
are  well  enough,  but  when  that  young  man  is  fired  by  ambi¬ 
tion,  is  the  possessor  of  vision  and  canny  withal,  they  are 
characteristics  which  must  merely  serve  as  pepper  to  the  sta¬ 
ble  and  stern  dish  of  life.  Jonathan  Hager,  who  founded  a 
township  in  less  than  twenty  years  after  his  penetration  into 
present-day  Washingon  County,  must  have  necessarily  been  a 
serious-minded  youth. 

While  some  authorities  glibly  give  a  place  of  birth  for 
Jonathan  Hager,  the  actual  name  of  his  home  in  Germany 
is  totally  obscured.  It  is  probable  that  he  was  born  or  at  least 
resided  in  the  District  of  Wittgenstein  in  Westphalia,  at  Berle- 
burg,  Elsoff  or  Siegen.  The  descendants  of  Hager,  in  Bal¬ 
timore,  have  in  their  possession  a  letter  written  to  the  Founder 
in  1770  from  Berleburg.  This  letter,  penned  by  an  old  friend, 
was  addressed  to  “Jonathan  Hager”,  living  “somewhere  near 
Philadelphia”.  This  friend  spoke  of  their  old  “Meister”  whom 
both  had  had  forty  years  before;  he  also  asked  Hager  to  con¬ 
sider  his  proposal  to  send,  owing  to  hard  times  in  Westphalia, 
a  nephew  to  America.  The  letter  reads: 

Most  dearly  beloved  Friend — 

Since  I  have  several  times  been  informed  that  you 

have  had  the  kindness  to  inquire  after  me  and  my  rela- 
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tives,  and  since  I  have  never  found  the  opportunity  to 
write  to  you,  I  now  take  the  liberty  to  inform  you  that 
the  master  of  us  two,  Rudolf  Scheurer,  passed  away  about 
half  a  year  ago,  and  my  father,  Johannes  Wetter,  died  im¬ 
mediately  after  your  departure.  Our  above-mentioned 
master,  Rudolf  Scheurer,  soon  after  married  my  mother 
and  so  has  became  my  stepfather.  Hence,  as  you  may  re¬ 
member  and  perhaps  recollect,  it  is  difficult  for  me  to  gain 
a  livelihood  in  these  parts,  and  I  have  two  sons.  So  I 
beg,  if  you  should  still  feel  out  of  old  friendship  and  ac¬ 
quaintanceship  some  love  and  affection  for  me,  whereof 
I  do  not  doubt,  and  if  you  should  deem  it  agreeable  for 
one  of  my  aforesaid  sons  to  repair  to  your  parts,  I  would 
like  to  decide  to  allow  one  of  them  to  go  there,  at  your 
agreeable  command. 

Inasmuch  as  my  neighbor  Klotz,  the  bearer  of  this, 
conducts  himself  honorably  and  honestly  here,  but  on  ac¬ 
count  of  bad  times  and  lack  of  income  has  decided  to  go 
from  here  to  Philadelphia  in  order  to  seek  his  fortune, 
so  I  would  herewith  most  respectfully  beg  you  to  lend 
him  a  helping  hand. 

In  commending  you,  along  with  my  hearty  greetings 
and  wishes  for  every  profitable  success,  to  God’s  protec¬ 
tion,  I  am,  very  respectfully 

Your  friend, 

Henrich  Wetter. 

Jonathan  Haeger  (Hoeger),  Esq. 

Vicinity  (Region)  outside  of  Philadelphia 
(or  better,  County  of  Philadelphia). 

In  commenting  on  this  letter,  Professor  Frank  L.  Hager 
wrote  Miss  Ida  S.  Brent,  “As  to  the  Berleburg  letter,  I  find 
that  it  does  not  bear  directly  on  the  family  of  Jonathan  Hager, 
but  I  uncovered  several  interesting  points.  The  letter  is 


16 


Jonathan  Hager,  Founder 


written  in  a  most  respectful  tone,  employing  words  to  denote 
some  degree  of  respect,  such  as  “dero”,  “Liebwerthester,” 
“Herrn  Hernn”,  and  is  composed  in  a  stilted,  formal  style.  It 
is  written  in  fine  language,  and  in  a  beautiful  hand.”  We  are 
told  that  among  the  upper  class  in  the  18th  century  it  was 
fashionable  to  employ  French  words.  In  the  letter  we  find 
“favorable,”  “ordre.”  In  a  more  recent  explanation  of  this 
interesting  document,  Professor  Hager  adds  that  it  “may 
have  been  the  work  of  a  professional  letter-writer,  to  judge 
from  its  style;  or  he  himself  may  have  held  a  position  where 
courtly  language  was  required.” 

“After  I  made  my  translation,”  wrote  Professor  Hager, 
“I  went  to  a  noted  German  professor  here  in  Ann  Arbor,  who 
gave  me  some  important  explanations.”  We  then  learn  that, 
in  the  letter,  the  word  “Meister”,  master,  signifies  that  Wetter 
and  H^ger^ once  were  apprentices  to  learn  some  trade,  or  per¬ 
haps,  profession,  and  Rudolf  Scheurer  was  the  “Meister”. 
“Herrn  Hernn”  was  formerly  an  added  title  of  respect,  stronger 
than  “Herr”,  Mr.  Its  equivalent  is  “Wohlgeboren”  or  “Hoch- 
wohlgeboren”,  well-born,  or  Esquire.  Professor  Hager  adds, 
“The  name  of  Jonathan  among  the  Germans  is  absolutely  un¬ 
usual.  You  may  look  through  pages  and  pages  of  German 
immigrant  lists  of  the  colonial  days,  as  I  have  done,  and  will 
rarely  find  one.  I  fancy  that  in  your  ancestor’s  case,  Jonathan 
became  his  name  through  some  connection  with  the  Jonathan 
and  David  of  the  Bible,  as  witness  the  fact  of  his  brother’s 
name,  David.  And  David  is  another  very  unusual  name  among 
the  Germans,  as  I  have  verified.” — “The  word  immediately 
following  the  address  is  illegible.  The  best  my  German  friend 
could  do  with  it  was  to  read  it  ‘Gegend’,  vicinity.  In  ex¬ 
planation  of  this  address,  perhaps  Wetter  thought  Hager  re¬ 
mained  near  Philadelphia,  or  perhaps  Jonathan  “had  his 
friends  in  Germany  address  him  in  care  of  a  business  agent 


Jonathan  Hager,  Founder 


17 


in  Philadelphia  who  forwarded  letters — by  some  available 
traveler  or  stage-driver.” 

This  reference  to  Jonathan’s  connection  with  Philadelphia 
is  interesting.  While  no  land  records  of  Philadelphia  County, 
Montgomery  County  or  of  Philadelphia  City  show  that  Hager 
ever  owned  land  in  that  vicinity,  (contrary  to  Scharf’s  state¬ 
ment),  nevertheless  he  apparently  tarried  there  for  a  brief  per¬ 
iod.  He  possibly  resided  with  an  old  family  friend,  the  Heister 
brother  who,  arriving  in  this  country  in  1732,  settled  in  Mont¬ 
gomery  County.  Secure  though  Hager  probably  was,  never¬ 
theless  within  the  year,  he  had  left  this  security  behind  him 
and,  for  better  or  for  worse,  had  pushed  on  into  the  wilds  of 
Maryland. 

To  this  day  a  dreary,  fort-like  stone  house  stands  just 
outside  the  northeast  bounds  of  Hagerstown’s  City  Park*  This 
dwelling,  originally  only  one-story  high,  is  commonly  called 
Hager’s  first  home.  Actually,  from  the  surveyor’s  descrip¬ 
tion  of  October  16,  1739,  we  know  that  Hager  initially 
made  use  of  one  of  the  two  “sorry  houses”  already  on  the 
land.  His  new  stone  dwelling,  which  he  promptly  erected 
over  two  adjacent  springs,  overlapped  the  site  of  his  first 
shelter.  Located  on  his  earliest  grant  (patented  to  him  on 

December  16,  1739),  his  residence  to  this  day  bears  the 
name  of  his  original  200-acre  tract,  “Hager’s  Fancy.” 
Certainly  the  patentee  had  vast  and  beautiful  lands  from 
which  to  choose.  Numerous  and  plentiful  springs  graced 
the  spot  he  selected — a  sheltered  refuge  nestled  between  the 
great  chains  of  the  Blue  Ridge  and  the  Alleghanies.  As 
proof  that  others  loved  this  great  Valley,  its  inhabitants 
were  petitioning  in  the  same  year  that  Hager  obtained 
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his  grant,  for  a  cleared  road  to  Annapolis  “to  bring  grain 
and  commodities  to  market.”  Jonathan,  then,  had  some 
neighbors. 

Promptly,  in  1740,  young  Jonathan  Hager  married  one 
of  his  neighbors,  Elizabeth  Kershner.  Their  courtship  may 
have  romantically  begun  on  shipboard  when  he  sailed  from 
Germany — for  various  Kershners  were  listed  in  1736  on  the 
good  ship  “Harle”.*  To  his  staunch  new  home  he  brought 
his  bride  one  day  to  be  dignified  by  the  title  of  “Proprietress” 
of  a  town  bearing  her  name,  “Elizabeth-Town”,  now  Hagers¬ 
town.  Elizabeth  was,  no  doubt,  already  inured  to  the  hard¬ 
ships  of  pioneering,  the  deprivations  of  trail-blazing.  The 
cold,  fearsome  stone  of  her  new  house  spelled  safety  to  Eliza¬ 
beth,  the  dank  chill  of  the  too-close  springs  meant  convenience; 
the  solitary  company  of  her  husband  earned  her  a  devotion  ex¬ 
ceeding  the  span  of  her  life.  Here  Rosanna,  her  only  surviv¬ 
ing  daughter,  was  born  on  April  21st,  1752.  But  Rosanna’s 
birth  came  twelve  long  years  after  her  mother’s  marriage. 
Were  there  other  children  in  the  intervening  years?  Undoubt¬ 
edly,  yes.  We  have  only  to  dip  into  the  ancient  records  to  find 
what  joys  and  sorrows  of  the  youthful  Hagers  the  stout  stone 
walls  encompassed. 

A  few  records  containing  the  name  “Jonathan  Hager” 
and  covering  this  early  period  are  to  be  found  in  Prince 
George’s  County  (Upper  Marlboro)  before  1748;  they  refer 
to  certain  deeds,  registration  of  cattle  markings,  (Jonathan’s 
“brand”  was  his  initials,  “J.H.”,  with  the  tips  of  each  perpen¬ 
dicular  stroke  decorated  “with  little  ornamental  hearts”.) 
And  this: 


November  Court,  17/6, — Lord  Proprietary  vs.  Jonathan 
Hager:  Neglect  of  Duty  as  Overseer  of  the  Highways.  Sheriff 
amerced  for  his  defaults.  John  Coke,  Gent.,  Sheriff,  to  take 
Tonathan  Hager  into  custody  to  bring  him  before  the  Court, 
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4th  Tuesday  in  June — “concerning  a  certain  trespass,  Con¬ 
tempt  and  Misdemeanor  by  him.” 

“Comes  Tuesday  in  June  4th  the  Sheriff  before  Attorney- 
General  Henry  Darnall,  Gent.,  and  Jonathan  Hager  was  not 
there.  Fine  five  pounds  in  tobacco,  that  is,  the  Sheriff  amerced 
for  his  defaults.” 

From  the  Moravian  Diaries  of  the  various  itinerant  min¬ 
isters  who  early  came  into  the  Valley,  we  may  garner  further 
excerpts.  For  instance: 

“On  Mar.  11,  (1748),  I  traveled  to  Jonathan  Hager’s  to 
preach  there  at  10  o’clock.  On  the  way  I  heard  that  Capt. 
Charlestown  had  expressed  a  desire  to  see  me.  When  I  came 
to  him,  he  was  very  glad  and  as  I  had  little  time  and  he  wished 
to  have  a  long  conversation  with  me,  he  saddled  two  horses 
and  accompanied  me  to  Jonathan  Haeger’s”. 

“There  I  preached  in  English  at  Jonathan  Haeger’s.” 
(Mar.  11,  1748). 

“On  Mar.  13,  (1748)  I  preached  in  German  in  the  fore¬ 
noon  and  afternoon  at  Jonathan  Haeger’s.  So  many  people 
were  present  that  the  room  was  not  large  enough  for  them — . 
After  the  services  Capt.  Prather  sent  his  son  to  take  me  to  his 
house.  I  took  leave  of  my  host,  Jonathan  Haeger,  who  wept 
and  was  very  sorry  that  I  had  to  leave  him.” 

“The  Places  in  Maryland  and  Virginia  where  our  Brethren 
Have  an  Open  Door”,  written  by  Brother  Gottschalk  (1748) 
contains  a  “Letter  of  Advice  on  Itinerary  to  Moravian  Mis¬ 
sionaries”  leaving  on  a  journey  to  Maryland  and  Virginia. 
We  read: 

“In  Kanigelshik,  (Conococheague)  Md.,  which  is  situated 
28  miles  from  Capt.  Ogle’s,  across  the  Little  Blue  Mountains 
towards  the  northwest,  Jonathan  Haeger  is  our  dear  host. 
The  house  of  his  brother,  who  lives  near  by,  is  our  English  and 
German  pulpit” — “From  Jonathan  Haeger’s  to  Colonel  Cre- 
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sap’s  where  the  N.Br.  of  the  Potomac  is  crossed  to  enter  Vir¬ 
ginia,  is  a  distance  of  70  miles,  mostly  over  mountains” - 

“Return  to  Jonathan  Haeger’s  at  Conococheague,  where 
Jonathan  Haeger  is  our  dear  host.” 

From  the  diary  of  Joseph  Spangenberg  and  Matthew 
Reutz  of  their  journey  to  Maryland  and  Virginia  in  August 
of  1748,  is  this  intinerary: 

On  July  12  th,  they  passed  over  South  Mountain,  and 
came  to  Canigolschik,  where  they  inspected  a  remarkable  cave. 
Then  they  came  to  Jonathan  Haeger,  a  friend  of  the  Breth¬ 
ren.  Here  they  remained  all  night.  At  the  evening  song  ser¬ 
vice,  Brother  Joseph  baptized  two  children — one  a  daughter  of 
Jonathan  Haeger,  one  a  granddaughter  of  Father  Loescher.  At 
this  time  Hager  expressed  his  intentions  of  visiting  before  long 
the  Congregation  at  Bethlehem.  The  following  day,  July 
13th,  the  ministers  left  their  host’s. 

From  the  diary  of  Leonhard  Schnelland  John  Brandmuel- 
ler  of  their  journey  to  Virginia,  Oct.  12  to  Dec.  12,  1749,  we 
learn  that  these  itinerant  ministers  traveled  from  Bethlehem, 
to  Monococy,  to  Fredericktown,  to  Canagelschick  Mts.,  to  the 
“Antietam  River”,  “and  came  to  Jonathan  Haeger,  who  re¬ 
ceived  us  very  kindly  with  a  kiss.  We  passed  a  night  with  a 
Swiss,  Peter  Rensch,  who  received  us  well.  On  October  28th, 
we  went  to  Haeger’s,  where  we  passed  the  Sabbath  quietly. 
On  Sunday,  October  20th,  I  preached  at  Canalgelshiek  in 
Haeger’s  house,  with  a  feeling  of  blessing.  After  the  sermon 
we  traveled  a  little  farther.  On  return,  came  to  Jonathan 
Haeger  where  we  stayed  all  night.” 

How  or  why  Hager  was  interested  in  the  Moravians  would 
perhaps  make  an  interesting  chapter  in  itself.  A  religious 
sect,  in  Germany  it  pursued  the  way  of  the  mysterious  and 
the  supernatural;  transplanted  to  new  shores  it  was  frowned 
upon  by  the  established  churches.  Possibly,  as  Professor  Ha- 
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ger  suggested,  the  youthful  Jonathan,  impressed  at  an  early 
age  by  the  Moravians  of  his  native  Westphalia,  had  formed 
some  bond  with  the  mystic  sect  before  he  left  Germany.  The 
welcoming  kiss  which  the  host  bestowed  upon  the  visiting 
Brethren  was  traditional  and  was  called  the  “kiss  of  peace”. 

Whatever  his  connection  with  the  Moravians  may  have 
been,  these  Diaries  throw  considerable  light  on  the  life  and 
character  of  Jonathan  Hager.  Of  course  the  two  most  in¬ 
teresting  references  are  to  his  brother,  David,  who  lived  “near 
by”;  and  to  the  baptism  of  a  daughter  in  1748,  four  years 
prior  to  the  birth  of  Rosanna.  No  other  record  mentions  this 
child.  Nor  do  we  know  that  there  were  not  more  children 
born  during  these  early,  arduous  years  to  Jonathan  and  his 
wife.  Like  many  pioneer  parents  they  possibly  lost  several 
infants.  Friendly  aid  was  not  at  hand,  for  the  land  was  wide 
and  lonely — so  lonely  that  Jonathan  Hager  wept  when  his 
religious  guests  departed  from  his  hearth.  What  a  bold  man 
it  took  to  attempt  the  raising  of  a  family  in  the  18th  century 
hinterlands  of  Maryland! 


CHAPTER  II 


AMBITION  CONQUERS  A  WILDERNESS 

THIS  “Never-Never  Land”  of  the  Valley  of  the  Antietam 
was  not  unkind  to  Hager.  Fourteen  years  after  his  first 
patent  was  obtained,  he  came  into  possession  (Aug.  10, 
1753)  of  “Hager’s  Delight”.  The  tract  was  a  large  one,  1780 
acres,  and  on  it  he  built  himself  a  more  spacious  house  than 
his  former  one.  Built  of  logs,  two  stories  high,  its  cellar 
arched  with  stones  as  a  place  of  refuge  from  Indians,  this  home 
was  one  of  his  dearest  possessions.  Its  early  occupancy  must, 
however,  have  been  perilous.  Situated  as  it  was  in  the  paths 
of  the  marauding  bands  of  redskins  who  swept  over  the  Al- 
leghanies  at  the  opening  of  the  French  and  Indian  War  in 
1755,  who  can  say  what  terrifying  experiences  were  the  lot 
of  those  who  lived  on  Hager’s  Delight  ?  (In  terms  of  con¬ 
temporary  description,  tips  tract  was  on  the  Cearfoss  Pike 
and  extended  Southward  over  the  old  National,  or  Western 
Pike.  The  Roney  farm,  two  Wingert  farms,  and  the  Harry  E. 
Bester,  Huyett  and  Schindel  farms  today  comprise  what  was 
once  “Hager’s  Delight.”)  On  December  13th,  1755,  the  very 
year  of  the  opening  of  hostilities,  Hager’s  son,  Jonathan,  Jr. 
was  born  in  the  new  homestead.  Elizabeth’s  hardships  and  anx¬ 
ieties  during  these  fearsome  years  must  have  been  many.  We 
know  nothing  of  her  and  little  of  her  husband  until  the  latter 
part  of  the  French  and  Indian  War — practically  up  to  the 
signing  of  the  treaty  of  Paris  in  1763.  But  we  do  know  that 
Hager  served  in  the  Army  and  that  his  name  was  connected 
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with  the  activities  for  the  defense  of  Fort  Frederick.  Was 
Elizabeth  left  alone  to  guard  her  home  and  the  lives  of  her 
children  while  her  husband  kept  watch  at  a  frontier  fort? 
The  “French  and  Indian  War  accounts  for  quartering  soldiers” 
during  the  years  1757,  1758,  and  1759  list  Jonathan’s  name. 
We  read,  “Capt.  Jonathan  Hager,  Muster  Roll.  To  the  above 
captain  for  6  days — ”  followed  by  the  names  of  officers  and 
of  enlisted  men.  Another  entry,  headed  with  the  name  “Jon¬ 
athan  Hager”  and  followed  by  other  officers,  men  and  several 
women,  reads,  “single  names  of  Frederick  County.  Accounts 
to  be  settled.”  To  quote  a  letter  of  Professor  Frank  Hager, 
“This  account,  I  think,  includes  the  names  of  citizens  who  fur¬ 
nished  supplies  and  quarters,  etc.  I  do  not  recall  any  active 
service  that  Jonathan  Hager  rendered  in  that  war.  However, 
I  don’t  doubt  the  possibility  of  it.  Doubtless,  the  title  of  ‘cap¬ 
tain’  was  gained  by  reason  of  that  brief  service.  For  that  rea¬ 
son  the  Brent  family  included  Jonathan  Hager  as  one  of  their 
ancestors  who  had  been  in  the  Colonial  Wars.” 

For  a  few  of  Life’s  energetic  children,  events  cannot  move 
too  rapidly,  experiences  be  too  rending,  the  cup  be  too  full. 
Such  men  combine  the  qualities  of  bravery  and  poetic  vision; 
sometimes,  too,  such  men  can  have  a  practical  side.  Hager 
was  one  of  these — a  dreamer  who  knew  enough  to  tie  his 
dreams,  not  to  stars,  but  to  Mother  Earth.  We  find  him,  then, 
— only  a  little  over  two  years  after  his  name  is  listed  in  active 
service, — inaugurating  a  new  land  drive.  The  Treaty  of  Paris 
was  a  year  away,  the  French  and  the  Indians  still  a  scourge 
to  the  land  that  Hager  claimed  for  his  own  when  he  took  out 
patents  on  “Stony  Batter”  and  “Exchange”.  With  grandiose 
defiance  of  his  enemies,  both  real  and  theoretical,  human  and 
elemental,  he  calmly  and  preposterously  laid  out  in  lots  a 
township,  the  first  in  what  is  today  Washington  County.  Quick¬ 
ly;  followed  in  the  ensuing  year,  1763,  his  “Brightwell’s 
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Choice”,  “Addition  to  Stony  Batter”  and  “Found  It  Out”. 
With  his  New  Work  ,  of  1765,  Hager  now  possessed  2488 
acres  of  land.  On  “New  Work”  he  enlarged  and  developed 
“Elizabeth-Town”,  begun  in  embryo  three  years  previously 
and  named,  we  are  told,  in  “affectionate  remembrance”  of  his 
wife.  Elizabeth  died  on  April  16th,  1765,  less  than  a  month 
before  “New  Work”  came  into  the  hands  of  the  Founder. 
Perhaps  the  name  of  this  grant  explains  itself  when  we  realize 
that  Elizabeth’s  death  closed  the  Book  of  his  Youth  in  Hager’s 
loyal,  German,  home-loving  heart,  and  that  his  face  deter¬ 
minedly  turned  toward  a  new  enterprise,  a  “New  Work”. 

It  is  worth  the  while  of  anyone  to  take  stock  of  Jonathan 
Hager.  Exactly  what  was  this  foreign-born  German  like? 
A  visiting  Englishman  of  the  period  spoke  of  him  as  an  “Ad¬ 
venturer.”  Did  his  interests  advance  through  the  luck  of  the 
adventurer  or  through  the  practical  judgment  of  a  prosaic 
business  man?  And,  in  the  end,  how  successful  was  our  in¬ 
trepid  entrepreneur?  History  in  the  case  of  Hager  tells  us  lit¬ 
tle,  but  it  does  answer  these  and  other  pertinent  questions. 

In  the  popular  sense  of  the  word,  “adventurer”,  as  ap¬ 
plied  to  Hager,  can  be  dismissed  from  our  minds.  From  his 
very  advent  in  Philadelphia,  his  life  developed  with  such  nicety 
that  we  must  conclude  the  young  man  came  to  this  country 
with  many  ideas  and  a  few  well-laid  plans.  Perhaps  fired  with 
an  ambition  which  his  native,  war-ravaged  Westphalia  could 
never  satisfy,  he  looked  for  greener  pastures  in  a  fairer  land. 
Certainly  he  found  them. 

One  early  step  that  Hager  took  is  in  itself  most  revealing. 
While  the  Pennsylvania  law  of  1727  required  that  he  take  an 
oath  of  allegiance  upon  his  landing  at  the  port  of  Philadelphia 
in  September,  1736,  only  a  decade  after  his  arrival  from  Ger¬ 
many  Jonathan  Hager  took  out  additional  naturalization  papers 
under  British  sovereignty.  This  step  on  his  part  becomes  all 
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the  more  striking  and  assumes  peculiar  significance  when  we 
learn  that,  purportedly,  Jonathan  Hager  was  the  first  citizen 
to  be  naturalized  in  this  country.  Perhaps  his  run-in  with  the 
law  in  1746,  when  he  was  called  before  the  Court  in  regard  to 
his  “Neglect  of  Duty  as  Overseer  of  the  Highways”,  smartly 
pointed  the  way  for  Hager.  Perhaps  he  foresaw,  in  his  early 
ambition,  a  mature  fame.  No  matter  the  motive,  in  4  746 -or 
1747,  (according  to  Sobers)  he  took  out  naturalization  papers. 
If  his  new  duties  of  the  former  year  required  him  to  qualify 
as  a  British  citizen,  and  his  earlier  Philadelphia  oath  was  not 
all-inclusive,  then  he  obtained  his  citizenship  certificate  in 
1746.  This  cautious  gesture  did  prove  later  to  be  of  value 
to  Hager. 

As  for  the  actual  date  of  founding  of  “Elizabeth-Town”, 
the  year  is  frankly  disputed.  Hager  may  have  commenced 
laying  it  out  in  1761.  Basil  Sobers  who  wrote  most  accur¬ 
ately  concerning  the  Founder,  places  the  date  at  1762.  He 
tells  us,  too,  that  in  the  same  year  the  “Maryland  Gazette” 
printed  an  open  letter  urging  the  raising  of  funds  for  the  Po¬ 
tomac  River  development  of  navigation,  and  that,  of  the 
eleven  managers  appointed  for  Maryland,  one  was  Jonathan 
Hager.  A  group  of  eleven  men  was  likewise  appointed  for 
Virginia.  It  therefore  does  seem  logical — with  definite  steps 
at  last  being  launched — that  Hager  should  choose  this  par¬ 
ticular  year  of  1762  for  the  founding  of  his  town.  Undoubt¬ 
edly,  however,  he  had.  made  previous  plans  for  colonization — 
for  Hager  was  not  a  man  to  leap  without  looking  carefully  both 
fore  and  aft.  Col.  Thomas  Cresap  was  likewise  one  of  the 
eleven  managers,  and  his  “Oldtown”  was  a  competitor  of 
“Elizabeth-Town”  for  the  anticipated  immigration.  We  see 
then,  that  in  addition  to  Hager  there  were  other  promoters 
in  the  Valley! 

The  site  of  “Elizabeth-Town”  had  both  great  advan- 
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tages  and  great  disadvantages.  We  are  told  that  Hager  was 
attracted  by  the  fertility  of  the  soil  and  by  the  numerous  and 
abundant  springs.  Surely  both  of  these  conditions  were  of 
prime  importance  to  the  pioneer.  But  we  are  also  assured 
that  the  specific  site  of  the  township  was  on  a  “dreary,  uneven 
swamp”.  Here,  in  Hager,  we  detect  the  visionary,  the  builder 
for  the  future,  with  foresight  enough  to  realize  that  time  could 
overcome  the  more  undesirable  phases.  After  all,  the  French 
engineer,  L’Enfant,  laid  out  the  City  of  Washington  on  swamp¬ 
lands.  We  must  recall,  too,  that  Hager  thought  enough  of  his 
chosen  site  to  build  his  first  home  on  its  boggy  grounds — but 
ground  where  the  springs  ran  clear  and  cool. 

Consider  the  careful  laying  out  of  the  town — first  on 
paper  and  then  in  actuality.  Hager  divided  his  tract  into 
520  lots  of  acre  each.  These  lots  had  a  frontage  of  82  ft. 
and  a  depth  of  240  ft.  They  were  leased  for  five  pounds  con¬ 
sideration  money,  with  one  dollar  per  annum  as  perpetual 
ground  rent.  Of  these  lots  Mrs.  Robert  F.  Brent  writes,  “The 
ground  rents  mentioned  above  remained  with  descendants  of 
Jonathan  Hager  who  bore  the  name  Elizabeth.  This  name 
having  failed,  the  ownership  of  the  rents  was  declared  in  Court 
to  be  in  the  family  of  the  last  Elizabeth,  a  sister  of  my  hus¬ 
band.  I  was  in  Court  in  Hagerstown  with  my  husband,  when 
the  case  was  argued,  after  the  death  of  Miss  Brent.  Alexander 
Armstrong,  a  co-trustee  with  my  husband,  advocated  dividing 
a  sum  which  had  accumulated  from  collections  over  a  number 
of  years,  among  the  Brent  heirs,  which  was  done.  The  Judge 
was  much  interested  in  these  rents.  Mr.  Armstrong  took  over 
their  collection,  because  a  clear  title  to  an  original  lot  was 
not  obtainable  without  the  payment  of  a  quit-rent.  The  last 
distribution  is  the  one  above  mentioned,  in  about  the  year  1920. 
Few  if  any  original  lots  now  remain  unsold”.  All  of  the  lots 
which  lay  outside  of  the  original  plot  and  which  accordingly 
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were  not  numbered,  the  Founder  thriftily  reserved  for  him¬ 
self.  In  the  center  of  the  town  a  large  Square  was  laid  out, 
and,  facing  it — from  what  must  have  been  the  choicest  cor¬ 
ner,  the  northeast — Hager’s  ample  stone  house  stared  upon  a 
changing  world.  This  dwelling,  for  two  generations  of  Hagers, 
was  jointly  occupied  with  the  home  on  “Hager’s  Delight”. 
The  familiar  picture  of  the  Square,  with  its  combined  market- 
and  courthouse,  was  not  the  scene  as  the  Founder  knew  it; 
until  a  year  after  his  death,  when  the  town  became  the  county 
seat,  only  an  open  one-story  markethouse  dominated  the  stir¬ 
ring  center  of  the  crossroads. 

But  in  all  fairness,  give  Jonathan  a  year  or  two  of  grace. 
In  1772,  a  visiting  Englishman  named  Eddes^made  a  trip  into 
the  Valley.  Struck  by  the  mushroom  growth  of  pioneer 
Elizabeth-Town,  he  spoke  of  its  “quick  advances  to  perfec¬ 
tion”.  Eddes  asserted  that  the  township  had  been  begun  for 
the  purpose  of  giving  “encouragement  to  traders”  and  ££to 
erect  proper  habitations  for  the  stowage  of  goods,  for  supply 
of  the  adjacent  country.”  No  doubt  Hager  was  being  as  much 
canny  as  he  was  philanthropic,  but  Eddes  was  moved  from  the 
ethical  standpoint  when  he  wrote,  “His  (Hager’s)  plan  suc¬ 
ceeded;  he  has  lived  to  see  a  multitude  of  inhabitants  of  lands 
which  he  remembered  unoccupied;  and  he  has  seen  erected 
in  places,  appropriated  by  him  for  that  purpose,  more  than  an 
hundred  comfortable  edifices,  to  which  the  name  of  Hager’s 
Town  is  given,  in  honour  of  the  intelligent  founder.” 

Poor  Jonathan!  No  matter  how  gratifying  the  praise, 
that  early  reference  to  “Hager’s  Town”  must  have  caused  him 
to  despair.  “Elizabeth”  was  the  name  he  gave  and  the  one 
he  longed  to  perpetuate,  but  to  retain  this  title  was  ever  a 
struggle.  Used  to  describing  the  location  of  their  farms  by 
saying,  “near  Capt.  Hager’s  in  Frederick  County”,  the  set¬ 
tlers  found  it  difficult  to  change  their  custom  after  the  formal 


28 


Jonathan  Hager,  Founder 


erection  of  a  town.  Called  intermittently  “Elizabeth-Town” 
and  “Hager’s  Town” — in  either  lay  or  legal  matters — the  name 
was  finally  changed  by  law  in  1813  to  bear  the  name  of  its 
popular  founder.  Effecting  a  handsome  compromise,  “The 
Maryland  Herald”  until  1812  carried  at  its  date  line  the  pon¬ 
derous  title  of  “Elizabeth-Hager’s-Town”!  Not  until  1829 
was  the  final  spelling  attained,  when  the  hyphen  was  omitted 
and  the  word  written,  “Hagerstown”. 

And  so,  only  a  year  or  two  after  the  famous  surveyors, 
Mason  and  Dixon,  had  been  cautiously  urged  by  their  Indian 
escorts  to  abandon  their  mysterious  astronomical  observations 
and  leave  a  rag-tag  of  thirty-six  miles  to  be  surveyed  by  others 
many  years  later,  the  inhabitants  of  Jonathan  Hager’s  Town 
were  mostly  occupied  with  civic  improvements.  South  Poto¬ 
mac  Street  was  lengthened  and  blithely  deflected  to  jog  around 
a  large  swamp.  A  street  was  named  “Jonathan”  after  the 
Founder’s  given  name.  And,  by  1774,  “Potato  Hill”  was 
chosen  as  the  site  for  the  erection  of  a  German  Reformed 
Church.  Hager  himself  gave  the  ground  for  this  building,  the 
congregation  of  which  was  under  the  careful  guidance  of  its 
first  pastor,  the  Rev.  Jacob  Weimer.  Nevertheless,  while  the 
immediate  dangers  of  the  wilderness,  as  known  by  Mason  and 
Dixon,  were  now  remote  from  the  little  town,  primitive  con¬ 
ditions  were  experienced  and  Father  Weimer ’s  congregation 
worshipped  for  four  years  in  a  church  with  an  unfinished  in¬ 
terior. 

As  is  usual  under  such  circumstances,  the  town  to  which 
Hager  gave  prominence  played  turn  about  with  its  founder. 
In  the  year  1771  Hager  was  sent  as  a  delegate  to  the  General 
Assembly.  The  situation  which  arose  makes  amusing  ma¬ 
terial  for  perusal,  but  at  the  time  of  its  inception  must  have 
infuriated  the  vigorous  delegate  from  Elizabeth-Town.  The 
German-born  Hager  found  the  legality  of  his  office-holding 
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questioned — questioned,  indeed  to  the  extent  of  the  Lower 
House’s  giving  a  negative  answer  to  the  right  of  pursuance  of 
his  duties  as  a  delegate.  The  crux  of  the  matter  rested  in  “Mr. 
Hagar’s”  not  being  a  natural  born  subject,  nor  descended 
from  a  natural  born  subject.  Provokingly,  the  vote  was  24-23. 
As  an  interesting  historical  note,  we  append  the  names  of 
Johnson  and  Paca  as  among  those  for  the  affirmative ;  Sam¬ 
uel  Chase  for  the  negative.  Remarkable  to  relate,  the  House 
promptly  passed  a  law  which  gave  a  naturalized  citizen  a  right 
to  a  seat  in  the  House.  For  recall,  twenty-four  long  years 
before  Hager  had  judiciously  taken  out  naturalization  papers. 
He  was  therefore  not  only  naturalized  but  was  a  good  citizen 
and  one  of  long  standing  as  a  British  subject.  Thus,  rejected  on 
October  8th,  by  October  16th  a  new  act  gave  him  the  privi¬ 
leges  of  an  Englishman.  Hager  was  re-elected  to  office  and 
promptly  began  his  new  duties. 

The  person  is  rash  who  would  suppose  Jonathan  Hager’s 
political  difficulties  were  over  in  1771.  Two  years  later,  upon 
re-election,  he  again  faced  the  earlier  objection  to  his  office¬ 
holding.  He  was  declared  ineligible  and  was  unseated.  Fred¬ 
erick,  the  last  Lord  Baltimore,  died  on  September  14,  1771, 
and  as  the  legislature  which  passed  the  act  of  1771  (pertaining 
to  Hager  as  a  naturalized  citizen  having  the  right  to  hold  office) 
“was  called  October  2nd,  in  his  name  and  by  his  authority, 
doubts  were  entertained  as  to  the  validity  of  the  laws  passed 
by  it.”  Former  laws  had,  then,  to  be  made  valid  by  a  new 
act  confirming  them.  Thereupon  the  House  read  and  “con¬ 
curred  therewith”  over  the  report — except  the  part  pertain¬ 
ing  to  Hager!  The  knotty  problem  was  left  over  until  the 
next  session.  In  the  meantime,  Jonathan  Hager  was  permit¬ 
ted  to  continue  as  a  member  and  to  hold  his  place  on  several 
committees  till  the  end .  of  the  session,  when  he  returned  to 
Elizabeth-Town.  His  untimely  death  a  year  later  probably 
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caused  the  Progressives  and  their  foes,  the  Conservatives,  to 
draw  a  lingering  breath  of  political  relief. 

While  his  duties  and  difficulties  at  Annapolis  necessarily 
absorbed  much  of  his  time,  Capt.  Hager  had  likewise  many 
obligations  which  he  had  to  fulfill  at  home.  In  1773  he  was 
appointed,  along  with  seven  others,  a  manager  of  a  lottery  to 
raise  $1350.00  for  repairing  a  road  “from  Connoltoway  to  the 
Winding  Ridge.”  (Three  thousand  tickets  were  for  sale  at 
$2.00  each,  with  one  thousand  and  forty  prizes  offered!) 
Immediately  prior  to  the  outbreak  of  the  Revolutionary  War, 
he  was  active  as  a  member  of  The  Non-Importation  Asso¬ 
ciation,  The  Committee  of  Observation,  and  The  Committee 
of  Safety.  As  a  member  of  the  Committee  of  Observation 
which  met  on  Jan.  24,  1775,  to  raise  funds  for  the  anticipated 
Revolution,  Jonathan  Hager  was  appointed  to  raise  subscrip¬ 
tions  in  Salisbury  Hundred.  As  a  member  of  the  Committee 
of  Safety — which  he  served  on  till  his  death — his  duties  were 
various.  We  are  told  that  prior  to  the  formation  of  Wash¬ 
ington  County  in  1776,  “no  executive  and  no  legislative  body 
was  yet  in  existence  and  the  functions  of  government  were 
exercised  by  the  Committee  of  Safety”.  The  members  of  this 
committee  took  various  measures  in  behalf  of  the  nearing  war, 
“such  as  the  oaths  of  allegiance,  acts  of  disloyalty  and  dis¬ 
obedience,  and  the  taking  of  a  census  of  citizens  for  possible 
military  service,  classified  by  ages  and  civil  conditions,  and 
the  appointment,  over  these  nominal  soldiers,  of  officers  for 
the  several  Hundreds  of  Frederick  County.”  Various  refer¬ 
ences  to  Hager  are  made  in  the  Minutes  of  the  Committee  of 
Safety,  “Nov.  20th,  1775: — The  Commander  appointed  Daniel 
Heaster  to  arbitrate  and  award  on  an  affair  of  controversy  now 
depending  betwixt  Wm.  Sitzter  and  Christian  Sneckenberger, 
in  the  room  of  Capt.  Jonathan  Hager,  dec’d”.  On  March 
4th,  1776,  the  Commander  ordered  judges  to  provide  a  sub- 
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stitute  for  “Capt.  Hager  (deceased).”  Both  of  these  entries 
were  made  immediately  following  the  unexpected  death  of 
Hager  on  Nov.  6,  1775.  In  commenting  on  the  manner  of  his 
death  Mrs.  Brent  says,  “He  was  superintending  the  building 
of  a  German  Reformed  Church,  on  a  lot  which  he  had  given, 
when  a  large  piece  of  timber  fell  on  him  and  he  was  fatally 
hurt.  Judge  Williams,  in  his  book,  ‘Washington  County’,  says, 
that  he  was  killed  ‘at  his  saw-mill’  superintending  the  prepa¬ 
ration  of  the  timber  to  be  used  for  the  church,  but  my  husband 
has  left  the  following  notation:  ‘I  believe  the  statement  that 
he  was  killed  at  his  mill  is  an  error.  I  have  always  under¬ 
stood  that  he  was  killed  at  the  church’  ”.  Noticing  that  the 
“men  engaged  in  its  construction”  were  appearing  to  be  un¬ 
able  to  handle  a  large  piece  of  timber,  “he  stepped  forward 
and  put  his  cane  against  it,  when  it  fell  to  the  ground  and  he 
was  killed’.” 

Immediately  prior  to  his  death,  “Mr.  Hagar”,  so  we  are 
told,  rode  down  to  Annapolis  to  check  on  the  possibilities  of 
his  town  becoming  the  capital  of  a  new  county,  called  Wash¬ 
ington.  First  mention  of  the  separate  representation  of  Wash¬ 
ington  County  was  made  on  July  26,  1775.  Three  electoral 
towns  were  named,  “Elizabeth-Town,  Frederick-Town,  and 
Hungerford’s”.  The  statement  quoted  in  Scharf,  “When  Wash¬ 
ington  County  was  created  out  of  Frederick  in  1776,  Mr. 
Hager  rode  down  to  Annapolis  and  had  his  town  made  the 
County  Town”  is,  of  course,  erroneous — for  the  Founder  had 
died  the  previous  year.  Either  the  trip  mentioned  was  con¬ 
fused  with  Hager’s  earlier  journey,  or  his  son,  Jonathan,  Jr., 
was  the  one  who  went  to  Annapolis  on  this  latter  occasion. 
We  do  know  that  the  election  of  1776,  after  Washington 
County  was  formed,  made  Hagerstown  the  County  seat  over  its 
opponent,  Funkstown — or,  to  give  the  original  and  still  legal 
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name,  New  Jerusalem.  The  influence  of  Gen.  Heister*,  son- 
in-law  of  Hager,  was,  so  history  relates,  partly  responsible  for 
the  coveted  success  of  Elizabeth-Town. 


♦  The  earliest  records  spell  the  names :  Hager,  “Heger” ;  Heister, 
“Hiester” ;  Rosanna,  “Rosina” ;  and  Kershner  with  various  spellings 
(Philadelphia  Immigrant  Lists — Kirschner,  Kerschner,  and  Kershner), 
the  Founder  writing  the  name  “Grischner”.  For  purposes  of  simplifica¬ 
tion,  the  German  spelling  has  been  abandoned  and  the  more  recent 
anglicized  forms  employed  in  this  paper. 


CHAPTER  III 


“The  family  tree  takes  root^ 

T  this  point,  perhaps  we  should  turn  our  attention  to 


the  family  of  Jonathan  Hager.  The  innate  nature  of  a 


man  shows  up  in  strongest  relief  against  the  backdrop 
of  his  family  life.  Aside,  too,  from  the  insight  gained  on 
Hager  from  such  relationships,  the  stories  of  his  brother,  his 
son  and  daughter  and  his  solitary  grandchild,  Elizabeth,  make 
in  themselves  interesting  material. 

Many  have  denied  the  existence  of  David,  the  Founder’s 
elder  brother.  There  are  two  probable  reasons  for  the  mys¬ 
tery  surrounding  this  relationship.  First  of  all,  David  Hager 
died  at  a  very  early  date,  1769,  and  few  records  remain  con¬ 
cerning  his  affairs.  In  addition,  legal  claims  coming  through 
the  other  Hager  family  have  tended  to  confuse  the  descent  of 
the  Founder  and  his  kin.  While  the  Founder  had  only  one  male 
descendant, — his  son,  Jonathan,  Jr., — his  brother  David  had 
six  children — John,  Michael,  Elizabeth,  Dorothy  and  a  possi¬ 
ble  Katherine  and  Sarah.  A  son  of  John,  named  Christian,  was 
father  to  Jonathan  David  Hager,  great-grandson  of  David 
and,  therefore,  great-grandnephew  of  the  Founder.  Christian 
with  his  son,  Jonathan  David,  removed  to  Kentucky  in  1817. 
The  father  made  a  return  trip  in  1828,  remaining  for  several 
years,  but  later  returned  to  Kentucky  where  he  died  in  1832 
or  1833.  Elizabeth  was  the  ancestress  of  the  present  Win- 
gert  family  of  Washington  County;  Dorothy  of  the  Tice  fam¬ 
ily;  Michael,  ancestor  of  Professor  Frank  L.  Hager,  of  Fay- 
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ette,  Missouri;  and  John,  whose  descendants  are  to  be  found 
in  Indiana  and  Kentucky.  Thus,  we  see  that  no  male  line  of 
even  Jonathan  Hager’s  brother  remains  in  the  vicinity  of  the 
city  which  bears  the  family  name. 

Miss  Ida  Brent,  a  descendant  of  the  Founder,  some  years 
ago  told  Professor  Hager  that  David  was  “a  sickly  man”  and 
that  Jonathan  “gave  him  land  for  the  sake  of  his  children.” 
It  was  Miss  Brent  who  bequeathed  to  Professor  Hager  a 
silver  spoon  bearing  the  “Heger”  coat-of-arms.  Unfortunate¬ 
ly,  with  her  death,  all  of  the  closer  contacts  with  the  first 
generation  of  Hagers  in  America  were  broken.  We  do  not 
know,  for  instance,  when  David  came  to  this  country.  We  do 
know,  however,  that  he  did  not  come,  as  might  be  surmised, 
with  his  brother — for  the  Captain’s  list  of  passengers,  in  its 
original  form,  mentions  only  one  Hager  on  that  particular 
voyage:  “Sept.  1,  1736,  Ship  Harle,  Palatines  from  Rotter¬ 
dam — Jonathan  Heeger,  aged  22  (single).”  Notes  from  the 
“Moravian  Diaries,”  as  previously  mentioned,  do  prove  that 
David  was  in  this  country  and  living  near  Jonathan  in  the 
year  1748.  In  1760  we  find  listed  under  David’s  name  a 
small  tract  of  twenty-two  acres,  called  “Hager’s  Defence”.  In 
1761  David  sought  another  land  grant — a  small  parcel  of  land 
which  was  denied  him  because,  when  surveyed,  was  proved  to 
be  within  the  bounds  of  a  tract  belonging  to  Jonathan.  Five 
years  later  Jonathan  deeded  229  acres — a  part  of  “Hager’s 
Delight” — to  David.  The  plot  was  warmingly  called,  “Broth¬ 
er’s  Good  Will”.  This  farm,  lately  owned  by  John  and  Edgar 
Strite,  was  along  what  is  today  called  the  Marsh  Pike,  near 
Middleburg. 

At  the  time  of  David’s  death  in  1769,  Jonathan  served  as 
executor  of  his  brother’s  will.  As  Professor  Hager  points  out, 
he  was  more  properly  the  “administrator”.  A  list  of  debts,  sale 
of  personal  property,  and  accounts  are  on  file  in  the  Frederick 
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County  Court.  A  transcript  of  these  documents  is  also  on  file 
in  the  Washington  County  Court.  The  settlement  made  to 
the  widow  and  children  and  recorded  in  the  Frederick  paper 
gave  none  of  the  names,  but  the  Hagerstown  paper  mentioned 
the  widow  and  six  children.  Among  the  appraisers  in  the  In¬ 
ventory  of  the  estate  we  find  the  name,  “Katrina  Hegerin, 
Nierstgen”  (nearest  of  kin”).  This  Katherine  Hager  was 
presumably  David’s  wife,  although  she  may  have  been  a 
daughter.  Her  name  appears  also  in  the  Sales  list.  The  name 
of  Katharine  is  mentioned  repeatedly  in  Hager  history.  An 
interesting  but  unfortunate  note  is  that  it  was  made  use  of  by 
the  “Wagonmaker’s”  descendants  almost  as  frequently  as  it 
was  by  David’s  heirs.  In  a  petition  of  several  “Back  inhabi¬ 
tants  of  Prince  George’s  County”,  presented  to  the  Council, 
June  7,  1748,  and  concerning  the  sheriff’s  exacting,  excessive 
taxes,  we  find  this  note:  “Mar.  25,  1748,  Peter  Apple  pd  1 — 2 
yrs.  rent  for  150  acres  for  Kath.  Hager,  Sterling  0:2:5;  pd 
the  sheriff  0:15:0  currency.”  Another  “Catharine  Hager”  ap¬ 
pears  in  the  Census  list  of  Aug.  1776,  of  “Females  aged  from 
16  yrs.  to  50  in  Elizabeth  Hundred”.  This  Catharine”  could 
have  been  a  daughter  of  David.  Certainly  his  two  sons,  Mi¬ 
chael  and  John,  each  had  daughters  named,  with  variant  spell¬ 
ings,  Katherine.  To  make  the  Katherine  Hagers  almost  as 
confusing  as  the  Jonathans,  “the  Wagonmaker’s”  only  daugh¬ 
ter  (married  to  Archibald  M.  Waugh  in  1804)  was  also  named 
Katherine. 

David  Hager  is  buried  near  his  farm  site  in  the  cemetery 
of  the  Salem  Reformed  Church,  four  miles  northwest  of  Ha¬ 
gerstown.  His  estate,  not  fully  settled  even  at  the  time  of 
Jonathan’s  death  in  1775,  no  doubt  led  to  difficulties  among 
his  heirs.  In  the  Hagerstown  Reformed  Church  cemetery  lie 
the  remains  of  “Elizabeth,  wife  of  Peter  Wingert,  and  daugh¬ 
ter  of  David  Hager.  Died  Dec.  12,  1806,  aged  57.”  The 
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part  that  Elizabeth’s  son,  Philip  Wingert,  later  played  in  the 
affairs  of  Jonathan’s  heirs,  made  stormy  history. 

Elizabeth  Kershner,  wife  of  the  Founder,  was  possibly 
responsible  for  the  future  out-croppings  of  this  particular  name 
in  the  family.  At  least,  both  a  niece,  Elizabeth  Hager  Win- 
gert  and  granddaughter,  Elizabeth  Hager  Lawrence,  wife  of 
Upton  Lawrence,  bore  the  name.  In  all  justice  it  must,  how¬ 
ever,  be  added  that  in  the  case  of  Elizabeth  Lawrence,  she 
may  have  been  named  after  her  maternal  grandmother,  Eliza¬ 
beth  QELendorff.  As  for  the  Founder’s  wife,  dying  at  the  early 
date  of  1765,  she  must  have  missed  much  of  her  husband’s 
later  affluence.  We  are  told  that  she  enjoyed  the  name  of 
“Proprietress’ — though  that  is  somewhat  to  be  questioned  as 
Elizabeth-Town  was  in  the  nucleus  stage  at  the  time  of  her 
death.  We  do  know  that  her  daughter-in-law,  Maria  Mag¬ 
dalene,  probably  bore  the  title  as  her  husband,  Jonathan, 
Jr.,  was  called  “Proprietor”  after  his  father’s  death.  Whether 
the  title  implied  duties  along  with  its  honorary  implications 
remains  undivulged.  A  parallel  case  is  found  in  Boonsboro, 
where  a  stone  inscription  in  the  Trinity  Reformed  Church, 
reads,  “Susanna  Boone,  proprietress  of  Boonsboro,  born  Sept. 
11,  1755,  died  Feb.  1,  1844”.  Susanna’s  sister-in-law  gave  the 
original  name  of  Margaretsville  to  Boonsboro,  but  Elizabeth 
had  perhaps  the  double  distinction  of  being  “Proprietress”  and 
of  having  her  husband’s  town  named  after  her.  We  note, 
however,  that  in  each  case  the  Founders’  surnames  came  to 
be  the  popular  as  well  as  legal  names. 

While  the  name  “Mrs.  Jonathan  Hager”  is  used  frequent¬ 
ly  without  qualifying  word  or  phrase,  it  generally  applies — 
knowingly  or  unwittingly — to  Mrs.  Hager,  Jr.,  and  not  to 
Elizabeth.  In  fact,  we  know  little  or  nothing  about  the  Found¬ 
er’s  wife.  She  died  so  long  ago!  And  in  a  wilderness  which 
seems  to  have  crept  over  her  very  memory  and  to  have  effaced 
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with  stern  completeness  the  high-lights  and  shadows  of  her  life. 
Whether  her  graces  were  tangible  or  spiritual  it  is  hard  to 
say;  perhaps  to  Elizabeth  we  may  attribute  both,  for  we  are 
told  that  to  his  wife,  Hager  was  “tenderly  attached”.  Moved 

by  her  death,  Jonathan  wrote  in  his  Book  of  Sermons — his 
German  script  vigorously  and  sprawling — “I  entered  into 
marriage  with  my  wife,  Elizabeth  Grischner,  in  the  year 
1740.  On  the  21st,  of  April,  1752,  in  the  sign  of  the  Lion, 
there  was  born  to  us  a  daughter,  who  was  named  Rosina. 

On  the  13th  of  December,  1755,  there  was  born  to  us  a 
son,  who  was  named  Jonathan. 

We  lived  together  until  the  16th  of  April,  1765,  then  it 
pleased  the  Lord  to  call  her,  after  severe  suffering,  out  of  this 
world.  What  God  does  is  well  done.  Her  funeral  text  is  re¬ 
corded  in  2nd  Timothy,  1 — 12.  The  hymn  was  sung,  “Lord 
Jesus  Christ,  true  man  and  God,’  also  the  hymn,  ‘Think  ye 
children  of  men,  on  the  last  day  of  life’.  O  my  child,  lay  right¬ 
ly  to  heart  the  words  of  this  hymn,  and  do  right  and  fear  God 
and  keep  his  Commandments,  and  if  you  have  anything,  do  not 
forget  the  poor,  and  do  not  exalt  yourself  in  pride  and  haughti¬ 
ness  above  your  fellow  men.  For  you  are  not  better  than  the 
humblest  before  God’s  eyes,  and  perhaps  not  as  good.  And 
so,  if  you  have  not  fear  of  God  within  you,  all  is  vain.  My 
child,  keep  this  in  remembrance  of  your  father,  and  live  ac¬ 
cording  to  it,  and  it  will  go  well  with  you  here  while  you  live, 
and  there  eternally.”  Jonathan,  Jr.,  to  whom  this  passage 
must  have  been  addressed,  was  only  ten  years  old  at  the  time 
of  his  Mother’s  death.  It  is  notable  that,  while  Jonathan,  Jr.’s 
death  preceded  by  some  years  that  of  his  own  wife,  Mary 
Magdalena  Orndorff,  her  epitaph  in  German  script,  should 

reminiscently  read,  “What  God  does  is  well  done”. 

After  Elizabeth’s  death,  we  may  only  imagine  what  dif¬ 
ficulties  and  loneliness  the  husband  and  two  young  children 
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experienced.  The  vicissitudes  of  modern  life,  its  excitements 
and  conveniences,  were  not  to  be  had.  As  Hager,  despite  his 
increasing  prominence,  never  found  anyone  to  take  the  place 
of  his  wife  in  his  heart  or  in  his  home,  the  household  duties 
must  have  fallen  upon  the  youthful  shoulders  of  the  thirteen- 
year-old  Rosanna.  We  do  know  for  a  certainty,  however,  that 
the  brother  and  sister,  made  motherless  at  an  early  age  and 
cared  for  by  a  devoted  but  preoccupied  father,  were  very  close 
to  each  other. 

The  first  item  of  consequence  which  we  have  concerning 
the  young  son,  Jonathan,  Jr.,  is  his  enlistment  in  the  army  of 
the  Revolution.  He  enlisted  on  April  4,  1776,  only  five  months 
after  his  father’s  death,  in  the  “ German  Regiment”,  compos¬ 
ed  of  Pennsylvanians  and  Marylanders,  in  Capt.  Farmer’s 
company,  under  Col.  J.  P.  de  Haas — and  later,  under  Col. 
Miles.  Four  months  after  his  enrollment,  this  inexperienced 
regiment  was  defeated  by  the  British  at  the  Battle  of  Long 
Island,  and  Jonathan,  Jr.,  was  made  a  prisoner  on  Aug.  27, 
1776.  He  was  incarcerated  in  prison  in  Fort  Louisburg,  Hali¬ 
fax,  Nova  Scotia,  where  he  remained  for  several  years.  More 
general  evidence  places  the  term  of  imprisonment  at  only  one 
year,  but  specific  incidents  in  his  own  life  and  in  that  of  his 
brother-in-law,  Gen.  Heister,  emphatically  tend  to  disprove 
this  statement.  Incidentally,  General  Heister  visited  Jonath¬ 
an,  Jr.,  at  Fort  Louisburg,  on  Aug.  1777,  presumably  to  se¬ 
cure  his  release  from  prison — though  current  opinion  insisted 
on  a  less  philanthropic  motive:  namely,  to  effect  a  legal  set¬ 
tlement  of  property  on  Rosanna  Hager  Heister,  upon  the  at¬ 
tainment  of  her  brother’s  majority.  To  make  this  visit,  Heis¬ 
ter  obtained  a  permit  from  the  Massachusetts  Committee  of 
Safety  to  proceed  by  Courtesy  of  the  British  authorities  to 
Halifax.  The  reverberations  resulting  from  Heister’s  trip  were, 
as  shall  be  disclosed,  both  thunderous  and  far-reaching. 
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Upon  Jonathan,  Jr.’s  return  to  Washington  County,  he 
married  on  Nov.  17.  1783,  Mary  Magdalena  Orndorff,  a 


(Christoff el)  OKrendorff  of 


daughter  of  Maj. 


Sharpsburg.  This  Mary  Magdalene,  born  Oct.  20,  1767,  was 
only  sixteen  when  she  married  the  son  of  the  Founder.  Every 
history  dwells  upon  her  charms,  and  the  very  facts  of  her  life 
tell  us  that  she  was  both  beautiful  and  winning.  For,  prior 
to  matrimony,  had  she  not  already  refused  the  hand  of  Sara¬ 
toga’s  hero,  Gen.  Horatio  Gates?  We  are  told  that  the  burly 
general,  a  guest  of  her  father,  fell  in  love  with  her  mirrored 
image  as  she  delightedly  pirouetted  in  a  new  bonnet  before 
her  own  reflection.  But  the  sight  of  Jonathan,  Jr.,  nearing 
thirty,  matured  by  imprisonment,  gallant  (as  concluded  from 
a  list  of  his  wearing  apparel ! ) ,  and,  best  of  all,  much  smitten 
with  her,  pierced  the  coquette  heart  of  Mary  Magdalene.  Tra¬ 
dition  relates  that  the  suitor  “paid  his  addresses  one  day  and 
was  married  the  next” — a  remark  probably  more  figurative 
than  actual.  At  any  rate,  we  assume  that  love  at  first  sight 
was  their  trouble. 

The  Junior  Hagers  apparently  thrived  off  a  land  which  the 
efforts  of  the  Founder  had  made  open  to  them.  They  knew 
none  of  those  bleak  hardships  of  Elizabeth  Kershner  and  the 
immigrant,  Jonathan  Hager.  They  inherited  the  initially 
hard-earned  titles  of  “Proprietor”  and  “Proprietress”;  the  two 
houses,  respectively  situated  on  “Hager’s  Delight”  and  in  the 
Square,  became  their  rightful  country  and  town  houses.  In 
1790,  the  census  list  gives  two  Hager  families  resident  at  that 
time — the  family  of  Jonathan,  Jr.,  and  the  family  of  the 
“Wagonmaker”.  The  star  of  the  latter  family  was  to  come 
into  ascendency  two  years  later  with  the  birth  of  another 
Jonathan,  Jr.  Unlike  the  son  of  the  Founder,  this  Jonathan, 
Jr.,  lived  to  make  his  own  way  to  fame  and  fortune. 

As  for  the  son  of  the  Founder,  he  was,  purportedly,  popu- 
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lar  like  his  father.  We  know  that  he  had  received  scholastic 
instruction,  for  of  him  his  brother-in-law,  Gen.  Heister,  said, 
“a  good  English  and  mathematical  education”  figured  among 
his  accomplishments.  To  some  slight  extent  he  was  active  in 
the  interests  of  the  town.  It  was  he  who  donated  “a  lot  or 
lots  on  N.  Walnut  St.,”  in  behalf  of  the  first  Catholic  Mission, 
for  a  burying  ground.  He  “also  gave  a  lot  for  the  erection  of 
a  log-house  for  a  place  of  worship.”  This  gift  was  made  in 
1787  as  part  of  “Hager’s  Addition”  to  Elizabeth-Town. 

Lavish  descriptions  of  the  resplendent  costumes  of  Jonath¬ 
an,  Jr.,  and  his  wife,  Mary  Magdalene,  have  been  handed 
down  to  us.  In  more  than  usual  abundance — considering  the 
years  which  have  passed — their  garments  and  possessions  have 
come  into  the  hands  of  descendants  and  verify  in  simple  ar¬ 
gument  the  affluence  of  their  original  owners.  Of  Mary  Mag¬ 
dalene,  we  are  told  that  she  wore  plum-colored  satin,  “trim¬ 
med  with  fine  black  lace  and  cord  and  tassels.”  That  she 
had  a  “bewildering”  assortment  of  silk  and  satin  costumes  in 
“  old  gold,  black,  bronze,  sage,”  and  “other  hues  which  the  Eng¬ 
lish  ‘renaissance’  has  made  fashionable  once  more.”  She 
had  light  blue  satin  scarfs  with  lace  trimmings  and  ribbons; 
capes  trimmed  with  down;  a  green  camel’s  hair  shawl,  with 
green  bonnet  to  match;  brocades  of  light  blue  and  deep  pink, 
embroidered  with  bunches  of  flowers.”  The  dresses  were 
gored,  close-fitting  and  terminated  in  trains.  On  her  feet  she 
wore  slippers  adorned  with  buckles  set  with  brilliants. 

Jonathan,  Jr.,  was  not  to  be  outdone  in  splendor  by  the 
dazzling  appearance  of  his  wife.  To  attest  to  his  own  elegance, 
his  descendants  still  possess  a  full-dress  suit,  trimmed  with 
lace  and  ruffles,  and  two  waistcoats,  one  of  white  silk  (was  it 
once  pale  blue  or  pink  or  green,  the  delicate  color  now  faded?) 
embroidered  in  tiny  gold  and  silver  braidings,  and  the  other  of 
white  satin  embroidered  in  rose-colored  flowers  with  their  ac- 
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companying  leaves  of  green,  each  tiny  button  covered  with  a 
minute  hand- worked  blossom;  set  with  brilliants,  his  shoe-, 
knee-,  suspender-and  stock-buckles;  a  brooch;  saddle  orna¬ 
ments;  and  a  gold  ring  set  with  a  ruby  and  diamonds.  Per¬ 
haps  Jonathan,  Jr.,  like  some  of  his  contemporaries,  was  in¬ 
fluenced  by  the  splendor  of  Maryland’s  Capital — for  an  entry 
in  an  old  ledger  of  his  fellow  citizen,  Capt.  Wm.  Heyser,  reads: 
“Jonathan  Hager,  Jr.,  1786  Nov.  To  expence  from  anabolis” 
— etc.  An  entry  for  1788  also  lists,  “To  expence  from  anabo¬ 
lis.”  Whether  his  father’s  or  his  own  interests  took  him  to 
Annapolis,  we  cannot  tell.  Some  of  the  Founder’s  civic  in¬ 
terests  may  have  been  vested  in  his  son.  Ceftainly,  what 
prominence  he  enjoyed,  aside  from  an  apparently  affable  dis¬ 
position,  came  to  him  through  his  Father’s  practical  vision.  At 
the  time  of  Jonathan,  Jr.’s  death  on  Dec.  18,  1798,  “The  Her¬ 
ald”  paid  him  tribute  as  a  “worthy  citizen,  affectionate  hus¬ 
band  and  father.”  The  obituary  of  an  undistinguished  man. 
His  epitaph  in  the  Reformed  Church  Cemetery,  where  his  re¬ 
mains  rest  beside  the  Founder’s,  reads: 

“His  only  son,  Jonathan  Hager,  Jr. — Proprietor  of  Ha¬ 
gerstown.  1755,  died  1798.” 

As  in  the  case  of  the  obituary,  the  epitaph  does  not  disclose 
a  burning  spirit,  or  a  distinguished  life.  Only  forty-three  at 
the  time  of  his  decease,  it  is  supposed  that  his  early  death  was 
induced  by  ill-health  resulting  from  his  imprisonment  at  Hali¬ 
fax.  No  one  can  today  say  how  far-reaching  were  the  effects 
of  this  alleged  indisposition  upon  what  proved  to  be  a  medi¬ 
ocre  life. 

Jonathan,  Jr.,  left  behind  him  an  only  child,  Elizabeth, 
born  Aug.  1,  1785.  After  the  two  successive  diminishing  gen¬ 
erations  of  the  Founder  and  his  son,  Elizabeth  surprisingly 
gave  birth  to  nine  children.  Through  this  Elizabeth  the  last 
of  the  Founder’s  descendants  have  come.  On  January 
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3,  1803,  Elizabeth  eloped  with  Upton  Lawrence,  and  was 
married  in  her  Aunt  Rosanna  Heister’s  home  which  was  sit¬ 
uated  across  the  Square  from  her  father’s  house.  It  is  said 
of  Lawrence,  an  able  and  eloquent  lawyer  of  his  day,  that 
when  his  gambling  friends  visited  him  at  his  home,  the  former 
property  of  Nathaniel  Rochester,  he  would  lock  the  door  to 
the  large  room  in  the  right  corner  of  the  mansion,  throw  the 
key  out  of  the  window,  and  engage  in  play  till  the  resources 
ran  out.  Needless  to  say,  like  his  predecessor,  Ringgold,  as 
well  as  many  other  men  of  his  period,  he  completely  dissipat¬ 
ed  his  fortune.  After  his  death  his  wife  built  the  Roman  house 
on  the  North  side  of  Washington  Street,  just  below  Prospect. 
Later,  “Mrs.  Lawrence  sold  this  house  and  lived  for  some  time 
at  the  Globe  house,  north  side  of  Washington  Street,  near  the 
Square.  She  then  leased  the  Reynolds’  house,  just  west  of  the 
Kennedy  (Rochester)  house,  and  afterwards  bought  it  and 
lived  there  until  her  death.”  The  last  survivor  of  this  line  was 
one  of  three  maiden  sisters,  Miss  Elizabeth  Lawrence,  who  liv¬ 
ed  till  the  time  of  her  death,  1895,  in  this  house  which  adjoin¬ 
ed  her  childhood  home.  The  rest  of  the  family  has  been  ab¬ 
sorbed  by  the  Brents,  Keysers,  and  Comptons  of  Baltimore. 

To  complete  our  history,  we  should  now  return  for  a 
moment  to  the  lovely  and  lively  widow  of  Jonathan,  Jr.  Mary 
Magdalene,  although  she  had  been  married  for  fifteen  years, 
was  only  thirty-one  when  her  husband  died.  Apparently,  she 
was  still  beautiful.  Within  four  years  of  the  loss  of  her  hus¬ 
band,  she  had  refused  the  proposal  of  marriage  of  a  brilliant 
and  famous  lawyer,  Luther  Martin,  and  married  Capt.  Henry 
W.  Lewis  on  May  20,  1802.  Although,  in  the  end,  it  developed 
that  Capt.  Lewis  suffered  from  his  rival’s  complaint,  Martin’s 
intemperance  supposedly  lost  him  his  suit.  Many  of  Luther 
Martin’s  love-letters  to  Mary  Magdalene  have  been  preserved. 
As  early  as  May  12,  1800,  he  wrote,  “Should  your  answer  be 
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favorable,  I  will  fly  to  you  the  first  moment  in  my  power,  and 
express  my  gratitude  at  the  feet  of  her  whom  from  that  time, 
I  shall  depend  for  my  happiness.”  Although  Martin  had  lost 
his  wife  that  very  year,  nevertheless  he  saw  fit  to  press  his  suit 
with  considerable  fervor.  The  following  hitherto  unpublished 
letter  proves  conclusively  to  what  rhetorical  figures  his  passion 
drove  him: 

Nov.  6th,  1800 
Baltimore. 

Disease  hath  at  length,  my  dear  Madam,  taken  its 
flight  from  this  Devoted  City.  On  Sunday  night  last  I  re¬ 
turned  to  it.  Already  hath  an  age  in  a  Lover’s  Callendar, 
past  away,  since  I  parted  with  my  amiable,  my  beloved 
Mrs.  H.  I  wrote  you  by  the  last  post;  I  hope  it  arrived 
safe — and  that  there  is  no  suppression  of  letters  added  to 
the  other  ingenious  acts  made  up  of  against  us.  I  have 
not  had  a  line  from  you — nor  could  anything  my  dearest 
madam  have  given  me  more  pain  than  I  felt  at  seeing  your 
Stage  and  your  post  arrive  without  a  letter  for  me,  ex¬ 
cept  the  unfortunate  deed  which  prevented  you  from 
writing.  Good  Heavens,  by  what  means  did  your  right 
hand  get  so  dreadfully  mangled?  for  I  could  not  learn 
the  particulars,  I  hope  the  bones  may  not  be  materially 
injured,  or  any  of  the  principal  Sinews  or  Blood  Vessels 
severated.  I  shall  be  unhappy  until  I  hear  from  all  that 
is  most  dear  to  me,  and  I  am  assured  that  your  precious 
life  is  not  in  danger. 

The  session  of  the  Circuit  Court  of  the  United  States 
prevents  me  from  hastening  in  person  to  get  an  answer  to 
these  questions;  but  if  I  should  not  be  so  fortunate  as  to 
find,  by  a  Line  from  you,  by  the  return  of  the  Stage  or 
post,  that  you  can  use  your  hand;  I  shall  immediately 
after  set  out  for  Hager  Town,  with  one  of  the  most  ex- 
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perienced  Surgeons  this  City  can  furnish,  to  endeavour 
your  cure;  at  the  same  time,  dearest  of  women  believe  me 
when  I  say  should  you  be  so  unfortunate  as  to  lose  your 
right  hand,  I  shall  ever  be  happy  to  supply  to  you  its 
place,  and  that  if  in  that  case  you  will  bestow  upon  me 
your  left  hand,  you  will  be  not  my  dear,  less  beloved,  to 
your  own  affectionate 

Luther  Martin. 

The  ardent  gentleman’s  sins  seemed,  however,  to  have 
caught  up  with  him,  and  a  little  later  we  read: 

My  very  Dear,  Amiable  Mrs.  Hager: 

I  have  been  told  since  you  left  town,  that  on  last 
Sunday  week,  in  the  evening,  I  was  at  your  lodgings,  of 
this  I  had  no  possible  recollection.  I  doubt  not  I  made  a 
very  foolish  figure,  but  think  it  impossible  that  I  should 
have  behaved  with  rudeness  or  impropriety;  but  be  as¬ 
sured  you  shall  never  again  see  me  in  a  situation  that  I 
know  not  what  I  do,  unless  it  shall  proceed  from  the  in¬ 
toxication  of  love.  In  the  heat  of  summer  my  health  re¬ 
quires  that  I  should  drink  in  abundance,  to  supply  the 
amazing  waste  from  perspiration,  but  having  found  that  I 
was  so  unexpectedly  affected  as  I  was  by  cool  water  and 
brandy,  I  have  determined  to  mix  my  water  with  less 
dangerous  liquors;  nay,  I  am  not  only  confining  myself 
to  mead,  cyder,  beer,  hock  mixed  with  soda  water,  but 
I  am  accustoming  myself  to  drink  water  alone.  Thus  if 
we  live  to  see  each  other  again,  you  will  find  me  most  com¬ 
pletely  reformed  and  one  of  the  soberest  of  the  sober. 

In  August  of  the  following  year  the  lover  spelled  with 
his  own  hand  the  Alpha  and  Omega  of  his  matrimonial  quest 
in  this  vindictive  note: 
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My  dearest  Madam: 

To  a  long  letter  of  mine,  you  have  sent  me  a  very 
short  one.  To  my  inquiries  you  say  you  are  “repairing 
your  house,  where  you  mean  to  live  the  Summers,  and  in 
the  Winters  you  intend  to  live  in  Baltimore,  where  you 
shall  have  the  pleasure  of  my  company  ”  Tell  me,  my 
dear  Madam,  do  you  mean  by  these  expressions  that  I 
shall  have  the  pleasure  of  your  company,  or,  in  other 
words  that  my  dear  Mrs.  Hager  will  then  reward  me  for 
my  affection  for  her,  and  bestow  herself  upon  me?  If 
not,  let  me  know,  for  I  am  determined  not  to  be  cheated 
of  happiness  by  her  for  another  year;  but  will,  against  the 
approach  of  Winter,  look  out  for  some  other  companion. 
You  see,  my  dearest  Madam,  I  give  you  fair  notice,  and, 
therefore,  whatever  may  be  the  event,  you  cannot  charge 
anything  to  your  friend,  your  lover, 

Your  Martin. 


Martin,  it  would  appear,  had  completely  recovered 
from  the  shock  of  the  death  of  his  first  wife,  Maria  grand¬ 
daughter  of  the  famous  Colonel  Thomas  Cresap.  Apparent¬ 
ly,  however,  he  never  recovered  from  the  vices  which  had 
cost  him  the  hand  of  Mrs.  Hager,  for  in  his  old  age,  due 
to  the  excesses  of  his  youth,  he  became  insane.  But  be 
that  as  it  may,  at  the  time  of  his  decline  “such  was  the 

remembrance  of  his  power  before  the  bar,  that  every  lawyer 

suffered  himself  to  be  taxed  yearly  to  secure  him  a  pension.” 

Even,  then,  among  the  brilliant  colleagues  of  his  day — and 

they  were  legion — Luther  Martin  sat  among  the  mighty. 

As  for  Captain  Lewis,  this  letter  below  seems,  in 
contrast  with  the  violence  of  Mr.  Martin’s  more  grammat¬ 
ical  utterances,  to  be  more  tender: 
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Hampstead  Hill,  April  22. 

My  dearest  Mary: 

Did  I  possess  language  adequate  to  my  feelings  it  is 
probable  I  should  be  able  to  convey  to  you  an  idea  of 
what  I  experienced  since  I  left  you.  The  very  pleasing 
and  happy  moments  I  enjoyed  with  you  has  been  ever 
present  to  my  mind,  since  I  left  Hagerstown,  and  the  re¬ 
flection  has  been  a  source  of  inexpressible  gratification  to 
me,  but  when  my  attention  has  been  diverted  by  the  cen- 
sorous  part  of  the  Community  and  the  various  reports 
that  they  have  circulated  to  injure  me  in  your  opinion, 
Believe  Me  tis  then  My  Dearest  Mary  that  I  am  unhappy, 
fearful  that  I  may  be  deprived  in  some  measure  of  that 
fond  affection  which  I  am  sure  you  have  for  me.  Public 
opinion  My  Dear  Mary  ought  always  to  be  regarded— -in 
a  certain  degree  only,  but  public  opinion  at  the  same  time 
by  no  means  contributes  to  domestic  happiness  and  had 
we  no  other  resource  to  depend  upon  for  our  happiness 
and  existence  here,  but  public  opinion  I  am  well  assured 
we  should  be  disappointed,  unless  we  gave  an  equivalent, 
This  being  a  fact  which  no  one  can  deny,  it  follows  of 
course  that  we  ought  to  judge  from  what  comes  xxxxx 
within  our  own  knowledge  xxxxx  and  sentiments  of  the 
Marxxxx  to  viu  me  My  Dear  Mary  xxxx  and  I  am  sure 
I  never  shall  xxx  particle  of  your  affection,  for  xxxxx  soon 
discover  that  Love  can  dxxx  integrity  has  been  the  pre¬ 
dominant  principle  of  my  mind,  you  informed  me  before 
I  left  Hagers  Town  that  you  were  fearful  of  expressing 
yourself  in  your  letter  least  any  one  should  open  it.  This 
objection  can  be  removed  by  directing  your  letter  to  Mr. 
Charles  Myers  and  I  shall  take  care  to  receive  it  at  the 
office.  The  happiness  of  your  faithfull  Lewis  My  Mary 
depends  on  the  punctuality  of  our  correspondence.  There- 
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fore  My  Dear  Mary  will  do  everything  in  her  power  to 
promote  it.  I  wrote  to  Betsy,  but  notwithstanding  give 
her  my  Love,  Dear  Girl  how  gratefull  I  am  for  her  con¬ 
duct  to  me,  I  shall  never  forget  her,  I  shall  be  quite  im¬ 
patient  until  I  get  your  answer,  recollect  I  shall  be  dis¬ 
pleased  if  you  come  on  with  Sir  again  recollect  My  Dear 
Mary  that  your  letter  is  all  the  happiness  I  shall  exper¬ 
ience  untill  I  see  you,  I  have  only  place  enough  to  bid 
adiu  Most  Amiable  and  Generous  of  women,  believe  me 
your  Very  fond  and  affectionate 

Henry  W.  Lewis. 

Whatever  the  weaknesses  of  Lewis,  who  like  Martin  seem¬ 
ed  to  have  cause  to  fear  that  nemesis  of  the  suitor,  Public 
Opinion, — he  fared  better  than  his  rival.  Although  Dear  Mary 
once  more  became  a  bride,  she  continued  to  live  in  her  home 
on  the  Square,  former  property  of  the  Founder  and  of  his 
son. 

This  property  which  came  into  the  Lewis’  hands  must 
have  been  the  only  inheritance  over  which  the  Founder’s  heirs 
did  not  dispute.  In  order  to  understand  the  origin  of  the  fa¬ 
mous  litigation  which  followed  his  death,  we  must  look  into 
the  life  of  the  Founder’s  daughter,  Rosanna  Hager  Heister 
and  of  her  husband,  Gen.  Daniel  Heister.  The  Heisters  had 
long  acquaintanceship  with  the  Hagers,  for  the  immigrants, 
Daniel  and  Jonathan,  had  been  old  friends  in  Germany.  The 
Senior  Heister,  setting  forth  from  his  ancestral  home  of  Elsoff 
in  Westphalia,  preceded  Jonathan  to  America,  and  settled  in 
Pennsylvania.  Romantically  enough,  Daniel,  Jr.,  while  pass¬ 
ing  through  Elizabeth-Town  on  his  way  to  the  Carolinas,  stop¬ 
ped  at  the  Founder’s,  the  home  of  his  own  father’s  old  friend. 
There,  of  course,  he  met  Rosanna.  There,  too,  in  1770,  he 
married  her.  Some  time  after  their  marriage,  the  young  couple 
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removed  to  present-day  Montgomery  County,  Pennsylvania, 
the  native  home  and  estate  of  Heister.  During  the  ensuing 
period  Daniel  Heister  served  in  the  Revolutionary  War.  He 
subsequently  was  sent  three  times  to  Congress  from  Pennsyl¬ 
vania.  When  the  couple  finally  came  to  Washington  County  to 
live,  General  Heister  and  his  wife  moved  into  the  community  - 
with  all  the  fanfare  of  prominent  and  influential  personages. 
No  matter  how  prejudiced  we  may  later  feel  concerning  Heister 
and  his  affairs,  we  must  give  him  his  just  due  as  an  able  man. 


\ 


CHAPTER  IY 


-“AND  YIELDS  A  BITTER  HARVEST" 

A  FAMILY  row  which  can  last  for  one  hundred  and  fifty- 
years  surely  deserves  its  place  in  history.  Unsuspect¬ 
ingly  enough,  Jonathan,  the  Founder,  started  the  dif¬ 
ficulties  by  dying  intestate.  Whether  true  or  not,  history  re¬ 
lates  that  the  Founder  had  intended  to  make  a  will  “divising 
700  acres  of  land,  in  Washington  County,  to  Rosanna  in  tail 
remainder  in  fee,  to  the  said  Jonathan  Hager,  the  younger,  but 
never  perfected  it.”  The  old  proverb  that  “Hell  is  paved  with 
good  intentions”  never  fitted  into  a  more  apt  case.  Williams 
states  that  Jonathan,  Jr.,  fond  of  his  sister  and  acquainted  with 
his  father’s  wishes  concerning  her,  signed  a  written  agreement, 
following  the  Founder’s  death,  to  give  Rosanna  1400  acres 
of  land  out  of  his  inheritance  of  5000  acres.  As  Jonathan,  Jr., 
did  not  reach  his  majority  until  a  year  after  his  father’s  death, 
this  early  deed  had,  consequently,  no  binding  force.  Gen. 
Heister  made  himself  unduly  concerned  over  the  matter,  and 
is  therefore  supposed  to  have  visited  his  brother-in-law  in 
Halifax  for  the  sole  purpose  of  legalizing  this  deed.  No  doubt 
Heister  rightfully  felt  that,  owing  to  the  imprisonment  and 
its  possible  subsequent  ramifications,  the  estate  should  be  set¬ 
tled.  Certainly  on  his  visit  to  Jonathan,  Jr.,  he  had  the  signing 
of  the  deed  legally  witnessed.  Certainly  too,  he  later  had  an 
act  passed  by  the  Legislature  which  “should  cure  all  defects 
in  the  deed.”  This  act  was  passed  in  1781,  but  with  a  pro¬ 
viso  that  the  said  act  would  be  ineffective  if  protested  by 
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Jonathan,  Jr.  We  may  well  conclude  that  this  proviso  was  a 
thorn  in  the  Heister  side.  The  General  wanted  the  property 
deeded  to  himself  in  fee;  the  Legislature  passed  the  law,  how¬ 
ever,  “vesting  the  same  in  the  said  Daniel  for  life  and  the  re¬ 
mainder  in  fee  in  the  said  Rosanna.” 

Now  here  is  where  a  plot  arises,  and  it  is  one  which  faint¬ 
ly  smells  of  skullduggery.  According  to  certain  claimants  for 
the  Hager-Heister  property,  Rosanna,  induced  by  her  hus¬ 
band  to  think  that  he  was  permanently  removing  to  Phila¬ 
delphia,  of  her  own  free  will  sold  her  property  to  her  brother- 
in-law,  William  Heister.  And  William,  upon  gaining  posses¬ 
sion,  immediately  reconveyed  the  same  to  his  brother  Daniel! 
Then  the  feathers  flew.  Jonathan,  Jr.,  who  had  just  returned 
from  Halifax,  sought  to  repeal  the  law  of  1781,  but  Heister 
smartly  filed  a  cross  petition.  He  also  offered  a  compromise 
— unsuspectingly  considered  by  Jonathan,  Jr.  The  matter  was 
arrested  in  the  Senate — “of  which  the  said  Daniel,  taking  ad¬ 
vantage,  refused  to  carry  the  same  compromise  into  effect.” 
Gen.  Heister  was  elected  around  this  time,  1802,  to  Congress 
from  Washington  County,  but  died  a  year  later  before  the  ex¬ 
piration  of  his  term.  The  trouble  stirred  up  by  him  in  his 
lifetime  could  not,  unfortunately,  pass  quietly  out  of  the  world 
along  with  his  obstreperous  spirit.  Professor  Hager  states  that 
he  still  receives  letters  from  various  Hagers  inquiring  about 
this  “supposedly  unsettled  estate,  involving  the  ground  of  Heis- 
terborough.”  As  fresh  proof  of  Keister’s  thorough-going  in¬ 
terest  in  money  matters,  his  newly  discovered  “Memoran¬ 
dums,  1789”,  inspired  this  comment:  “It  is  possible  that  Daniel 
Heister  is  the  only  Berks  member  of  the  National  House  of 
Representatives  who  kept  a  financial  diary  like  the  one  on 
which  this  article  is  based.”  While  accurately  kept,  down  to 
the  last  pence,  the  itemized  accounts  prove  that  his  handsome 
appearance  required  heavy  spending. 
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In  order  to  understand  the  prominence  of  this  case  which 
called  to  the  fore  such  prominent  lawyers  of  the  day  as  Roger 
Brooke  Taney,  Luther  Martin,  John  Thomson  Mason  and 
William  Pinkney,  and  in  order  to  appreciate  to  what  unscrupu¬ 
lous  limits  Heister  went  to  gain  his  end,  it  is  both  interesting 
and  wise  to  study  Jonathan  Junior’s  complaint  to  the  General 
Assembly.  Blackguard  that  Heister  was,  he  made  use  of  his 
unfortunate  brother-in-law’s  attempted  escape  as  an  enlisted 
British  Officer,  to  prove  him  a  traitor.  And  while  he  put  pres¬ 
sure  on  Jonathan,  Junior,  by  telling  him  he  would  be  tarred 
and  feathered  upon  his  arrival  in  Hagerstown,  nevertheless, 
later  upon  oath  Gen.  Heister  “exonerated  him  of  enlisting  in 
the  British  army  with  any  design  other  than  to  make  his  es¬ 
cape  to  America.”  If  ever  there  was  a  remarkable  document 
written,  the  following  should  fill  all  qualifications : 

To  the  Honourable  the  General  Assembly  of  Maryland, 

The  Petition  of  Jonathan  Hagar  of  Washington 
County,  Humbly  Sheweth, 

That  your  petitioner’s  Father  Jonathan  Hagar  late 
of  Washington  County  deceased,  died  in  the  month  of  No¬ 
vember  seventeen  hundred  and  seventy  five  seized  of  a 
considerable  real  estate  leaving  your  Petitioner  his  only 
son  and  Heir  at  Law,  also  a  Daughter  named  Rosannah 
the  wife  of  Daniel  Heister,  the  younger  of  the  State  of 
Pennsylvania. 

That  your  Petitioner  in  the  month  of  April,  seventeen 
hundred  and  seventy  six  (he  then  being  under  age)  en¬ 
listed  in  Colonel  Samuel  Miles’  regiment  of  riflemen  as 
a  private  soldier  and  on  the  twenty-seventh  of  August 
following  was,  with  many  others  taken  prisoner  by  the 
British  at  the  Battle  of  Long  Island. 

That  the  cruelties  and  threats  they  experienced  dur- 
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their  captivity  induced  your  petitioner,  and  a  number  of 
the  American  soldiers  to  enlist  in  the  British  Army,  with 
a  view  of  making  their  escape ;  and  to  avoid  falling  a  sac-, 
rifice  to  the  severities  of  the  Enemy. 

That  some  short  time  after  his  Capture  he  was 
ordered  for  Halifax  when  he  endeavored  to  make  his  es¬ 
cape  across  the  East  River  but  was  unable  to  accomplish 
his  purpose.  Your  petitioner  further  sheweth  that  after 
remaining  sometime  in  Halifax  he  attempted  again  to 
escape  but  without  effect;  and  thereupon  he  was  removed 
to  Annapolis-Royal  where  he  once  more  attempted  to  ef¬ 
fectuate  his  escape  by  means  of  a  spy,  who  for  a  promised 
reward  of  Five  hundred  pounds  was  to  conduct  him  from 
the  Enemy’s  lines. 

That  this  Enterprise  being  discovered,  a  guard  was 
placed  over  your  petitioner,  and  he  was  sent  on  board  a 
ship  where  he  was  kept  cruising  about,  and  compelled  to 
serve  as  a  waiter  until  his  return  to  Halifax  which  was  a 
month  before  the  proclamation  of  peace. 

Your  petitioner  sheweth  further,  that  his  said  Father 
Jonathan  Hager  died  Intestate  but  left  a  paper  or  memo¬ 
randum  in  his  own  handwriting,  purporting  his  Intention 
to  give  his  Daughter  Rosanna  Heister  seven  hundred  acres 
of  land,  but  that  if  she  died  without  Issue,  the  land  was 
then  to  return  to  his  Son  and  his  heirs. 

That  your  petitioner  was  always  ready  and  desirous 
to  comply  with  his  Father’s  Intention  respecting  his 
daughter,  but  the  said  Daniel  Heister  knowing  your  peti¬ 
tioner  to  be  ignorant  of  Business,  and  easily  imposed  upon 
and  being  desirous  of  getting  the  most  valuable  part  of 
your  petitioner’s  estate  to  himself  in  Fee,  that  the  same 
might  go  into  his  own  Family,  and  taking  advantage  of 
your  petitioner’s  youth  and  inexperience,  and  also  of  his 
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distressed  situation  whilst  in  the  Enemy’s  power,  the  said 
Daniel  Heister  came  to  your  petitioner  whilst  he  was  in 
Halifax  and  under  promises  of  Affection  and  Friendship 
and  profession  of  service,  prevailed  on  your  petitioner  to 
execute  a  conveyance  solely  to  the  said  Daniel  Heister  and 
his  heirs  for  fourteen  hundred  acres  of  land,  part  of  which 
adjoins  a  Town  called  Hagars  or  Elizabeth  Town  laid  out 
by  the  Petitioner’s  Father  and  which  said  fourteen  hun¬ 
dred  acres  of  land  is  the  most  valuable  property  his  Father 
possessed,  and  the  said  Daniel  Heister  also  included  in  the 
same  Deed  to  him  and  his  Heirs  seven  Lots  of  Ground 
with  the  buildings  and  improvements  in  the  Town  afore¬ 
said  for  all  which  your  petitioner  received  only  twenty 
five  pounds  sterling,  the  said  sum  of  fifty  pounds  sterling 
the  consideration  money  mentioned  having  been  paid  by 
the  said  Daniel  Heister  into  the  hands  of  the  King’s  At¬ 
torney  in  Halifax  who  detained  one  half  thereof,  and 
which  sum,  had  it  been  paid  into  the  hands  of  your  peti¬ 
tioner  might  have  been  serviceable  in  facilitating  his 
escape,  which  said  Deed  so  executed  by  your  petitioner, 
he  begs  leave  to  refer  to  in  the  annexed  papers — Page  3. 

Your  Petitioner  further  sheweth  that  the  following 
day  the  said  Daniel  Heister  prevailed  on  your  petitioner 
at  Halifax  to  execute  a  general  power  of  attorney  in  the 
annexed  papers  Page  9,  and  on  the  same  day  also  prevail¬ 
ed  on  him  to  execute  another  general  power  of  attorney, 
in  the  annexed  papers  Page  1. 

That  your  petitioner  does  not  know  the  reasons  which 
influenced  the  said  Daniel  Heister  to  procure  from  him, 
two  general  powers  unless  it  was  to  have  the  second  more 
general  than  the  first. 

Your  petitioner  further  sheweth  that  the  gentlemen 
nominated  in  the  said  Deed  executed  by  him  in  Halifax 
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on  the  twelfth  of  December  seventeen  hundred  and  seven¬ 
ty  seven,  did  on  the  fifth  day  of  December,  seventeen  hun¬ 
dred  and  seventy  eight  lay  off  the  said  nine  hundred  acres 
of  land  in  the  said  Deed  mentioned  and  which  lying  in 
two  parcels  are  described  in  the  plat  hereto  annexed  mark¬ 
ed  with  the  letters  A  &  B. 

Your  petitioner  further  sheweth,  that  the  said  Daniel 
Heister  conceiving  the  deed  executed  in  Halifax  as  afore¬ 
said,  to  be  invalid  in  Law  for  conveying  the  premises 
therein  mentioned  did  at  November  session  seventeen 
hundred  and  eighty  one  petition  the  General  Assembly  to 
confirm  the  said  Land  to  him  in  Fee,  your  petitioner  being 
then  absent  out  of  the  State;  and  on  the  representation 
then  made  to  the  Assembly  an  act  was  passed  vesting  an 
Estate  in  Fee  simple  in  Rosannah  his  wife  and  her  heirs 
with  power  to  alien  the  same,  and  the  said  Rosannah  has 
since  conveyed  the  estate  to  a  certain  William  Heister  in 
Fee;  (the  brother  of  the  said  Daniel  Heister)  for  the  pur¬ 
pose  of  conveying  it  over  to  the  said  Daniel  Heister  and 
his  heirs,  which  is  since  done  with  an  Intention  of  prevent¬ 
ing  the  same  from  ever  coming  again  into  the  Family  of 
your  petitioner. 

Your  petitioner  further  sheweth,  that  as  reasons  to 
induce  the  Legislature  to  pass  the  above  act  the  said 
Daniel  Heister  set  forth  some  agreement,  made  whilst 
your  petitioner  was  under  age,  but  your  petitioner  begs 
leave  to  represent  that  the  very  month  which  his  Father 
died,  to  wit,  in  November  seventeen  hundred  and  seventy 
five,  the  said  Daniel  Heister  informed  him,  that  by  a 
paper  left,  he  had  directed  fourteen  hundred  acres  of  land 
to  be  given  to  his  Daughter,  which  he  has  since  discovered 
to  be  without  foundation,  and  the  said  paper  being  in  pos- 
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session  of  the  said  Daniel  Heister  he  has  no  opportunity 
of  producing  the  same. 

That  the  said  Daniel  Heister  not  being  satisfied  with 
the  steps  he  had  already  taken  to  secure  your  petitioner’s 
property  and  fearful  that  on  his  return  home  his  friends 
would  advise  him  the  several  Impositions  practiced  on 
him,  and  that  he  might  take  the  benefit  of  the  clause  in 
the  aforesaid  act  of  Assembly,  enabling  him  to  institute 
a  suit  in  Chancery  within  the  time  therein  limited,  prevail¬ 
ed  on  your  petitioner  on  his  return  home  through  Penn¬ 
sylvania  after  the  proclamation  of  peace  to  execute  an¬ 
other  Deed  to  the  said  Daniel  Heister  and  his  heirs  for 
fourteen  hundred  acres  of  Land  and  sundry  Lots  in 
Elizabeth  Town  aforesaid,  and  to  which  Deed  he  begs 
leave  to  refer  in  the  annexed  papers,  Page  11. 

That  the  said  Daniel  Heister  not  content  with  pro¬ 
curing  the  said  last  mentioned  deed  did  on  the  same  day 
prevail  on  your  petitioner  to  execute  another  Deed  to 
Rosanna  Heister  his  wife  and  her  Heirs  of  one  third  part 
of  all  the  yearly  ground  rents,  in  the  said  Town  of  Eliza¬ 
beth  and  a  valuable  Lot  adjoining  the  Court  House  and 
Public  Square. 

Your  petitioner  further  sheweth,  that  to  induce  him 
to  execute  the  said  two  last  mentioned  Deeds  in  Pennsyl¬ 
vania  the  said  Daniel  Heister  informed  him,  that  on  his 
return  home  that  he  would  be  tarred  and  feathered  for 
having  been  in  the  British  Army  unless  some  person  went 
with  him  as  a  Protector,  and  that  on  his  executing  the 
said  Deeds,  he  the  said  Daniel  Heister  would  accompany 
and  guard  him  from  Insult,  That  the  said  Daniel  Heister 
did  accordingly  accompany  him  to  Maryland,  but  that  his 
view  in  so  doing  as  he  has  since  discovered,  was  to  get 
your  petitioner  to  acknowledge  the  last  mentioned  Deed 
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before  two  Magistrates  in  Maryland  and  the  said  Daniel 
Heister  watched  your  petitioner  so  close  on  his  return, 
that  he  scarcely  suffered  any  person  to  speak  to  him  until 
such  acknowledgement  was  procured,  and  though  there 
were  Magistrates  close  by  your  petitioner’s  residence  yet 
as  they  were  friend  and  acquaintance  of  your  Petitioner  s 
father,  the  said  Daniel  Heister  apprehending  that  they 
might  advise  against  acknowledging  any  such  deeds,  car¬ 
ried  him  to  a  Magistrate  who  lived  ten  miles  off  and  then 
to  another  before  whom  the  acknowledgment  was  sepa¬ 
rately  taken.  Your  petitioner  further  sheweth,  that  al¬ 
though  the  sum  of  one  hundred  and  fifty  pounds  currency 
is  inserted  as  a  consideration  in  the  Deed  to  the  said  Ro- 
sannah  Heister  conveying  the  lot  and  ground  rents  afore¬ 
said  yet  not  one  farthing  was  ever  paid,  nor  any  other  con¬ 
sideration  than  the  sum  of  fifty  pounds  sterling  as  above 

set  forth. 

Your  petitioner  further  sheweth,  that  he  never  read 
or  understood  the  several  deeds  and  Instruments  he  exe¬ 
cuted  as  aforesaid,  that  he  was  under  age  when  his  father 
died,  and  in  about  five  months  after  his  Death  enlisted  in 
the  American  Army  in  Pennsylvania,  being  then  on  a  visit 
to  the  said  Daniel  Heister  and  signed  the  Instrument  in 
the  presence  of  the  said  Danial  Heister  at  a  small  village 
about  two  hundred  yards  from  his  house,  where  there 
was  a  recruiting  party  commanded  by  Lieutenant  West 
of  Colonel  Miles’  regiment,  and  the  next  morning  the 
Lieutenant  breakfasted  at  the  said  Daniel  Heister’s  in 
company  with  the  petitioner  who  went  off  with  the  party. 

That  your  petitioner  neither  knew  nor  had  the  op¬ 
portunity  of  knowing  a  single  line  respecting  the  loca¬ 
tion  of  his  Father’s  land  and  the  said  Daniel  Heister  in¬ 
serted  such  descriptions  as  he  thought  proper. 


PHILIP  WINGERT 
Grandnephew  of  the  Founder 


Courtesy  of  the  Philip  Wingert  Heirs,  Hagerstown,  Maryland 
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Your  petitioner  further  sheweth,  that  the  description 
and  courses  in  the  last  deed  for  conveying  fourteen  hun¬ 
dred  acres  of  land,  and  sundry  lots  in  Elizabeth  Town  in 
the  annexed  papers  page  11,  are  different  from  those  in¬ 
serted  in  the  division  made  on  the  fifth  of  September 
seventeen  hundred  and  seventy  eight  by  the  gentlemen 
nominated  and  contain  upward  of  seventeen  hundred  and 
thirty  nine  acres  of  land  and  contain  not  only  Ground 
laid  out  in  lots  by  your  petitioner’s  Father  but  the  whole 
of  water  called  Marsh  Run  flowing  through  other  parts  of 
the  land  and  all  the  meadow  ground  near  the  Town  so 
as  to  leave  the  remaining  parts  of  the  lands  of  small  value. 

Your  petitioner  further  sheweth,  that  the  said  Daniel 
Heister  not  satisfied  with  the  precautions  he  had  already 
taken,  and  fearing  that  the  act  of  assembly  and  the  Deeds 
executed  subsequent  thereto  might  be  annuled  came  to 
Maryland  in  the  month  of  October  seventeen  hundred  and 
eighty  three,  and  told  the  petitioner  that  as  he  had  been 
in  the  British  Army,  he  was  liable  to  be  hanged  as  a  trait¬ 
or,  and  that  if  he  did  not  then  acknowledge  the  deed  he 
had  executed  in  Halifax,  on  the  twelfth  of  December 
seventeen  hundred  and  seventy-seven,  he  would  inform 
against  him  and  your  petitioner  intimidated  by  these 
threats  made  the  acknowledgment  on  the  annexed  paper, 
page  5. 

Your  petitioner  further  sheweth,  that  the  commission¬ 
ers  of  confiscated  property  have  lately  given  in  the  whole 
of  his  Father’s  Estate  as  forfeited,  and  the  same  has  been 
since  sold,  when  some  of  your  petitioner’s  friends  have 
entered  security  for  him  as  a  purchaser  thereof,  in  con¬ 
fidence  that  the  Benevolence  of  the  Legislature  would 
direct  it  to  be  restored. 
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Your  petitioner  humbly  hopes  that  as  he  entered 
young  into  the  service  of  his  country  and  has  suffered 
considerable  hardships  and  is  only  rendered  obnoxious 
to  the  law,  by  a  motive  of  self-preservation,  with  a  view 
to  return,  and  not  from  the  least  Disaffection  to  the  cause 
of  America,  that  he  may  be  considered  as  an  object  of 
favor  and  that  the  bonds  passed  by  himself  and  the  se¬ 
curities  may  be  given  up,  and  himself  and  a  growing  fam¬ 
ily  sheltered  from  ruin.  Your  petitioner  also  prays  that 
an  Act  may  pass  vesting  the  title  of  the  estate  may  be 
vested  in  him  to  the  lands  of  his  Father,  with  a  clause 
therein  directing  such  provision  as  they  may  think  just 
to  be  made  for  his  sister  and  her  issue  and  that  on  failure 
of  such  issue,  the  estate  may  revert  to  his  own  family,  he 
being  not  only  desirous  of  complying  with  his  Father’s 
Intention  in  this  respect  but  to  make  a  further  addition 
thereto,  so  far  as  his  sister  and  her  descendants  may  re- 
cieve  benefit  therefrom. 

Your  petitioner  begs  leave  to  refer  the  Honorable 
Assembly  to  the  affidavits  annexed  their  justice  will  easily 
conceive  the  difficulty  of  proving  facts  transacted  in  an 
enemy’s  country  but  it  is  hoped  the  evidence  produced 
under  an  examination  into  his  character  by  Gentlemen 
who  have  known  him  from  Infancy  and  who  can  further 
testify  respecting  the  said  Daniel  Heister’s  conduct  will 
remove  every  objection  to  relief. 

Your  petitioner  humbly  suggests  that  as  by  the  said 
act  of  Assembly  passed  at  November  session  1781,  an 
Estate  in  Fee  Simple  is  vested  in  Rosannah  Heister  in 
the  fourteen  hundred  acres  of  land  therein  mentioned, 
and  she  having  since  conveyed  it  as  before  set  forth,  the 
said  Daniel  Heister  insists  that  at  all  events  he  is  en¬ 
titled  to  the  said  land,  although  the  several  conveyances 
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and  acts  of  your  petitioner  should  be  deemed  invalid  and 
that  the  State  has  no  right  to  intermeddle  therewith.  But 
your  petitioner  prays  leave  to  observe  that  the  said  Daniel 
Heister  by  his  petition  to  the  Assembly  for  obtaining  the 
said  Act,  did  set  forth  that  your  petitioner  was  a  prisoner 
but  concealed  the  circumstance  on  account  of  which  his 
Estate  was  though  liable  to  confiscation.  Your  petitioner 
further  sheweth,  that  he  has  been  advised  that  if  his  Es¬ 
tate  was  liable  to  forfeiture,  he  could  not  transfer  it  by 
any  conveyance  and  that  the  said  Act  of  Assembly  ought 
not  to  have  any  greater  effect,  otherwise  this  injustice 
will  follow,  that  the  Estate  is  to  be  considered  as  forfeit¬ 
ed,  to  the  distribution  of  your  petitioner’s  interest,  but 
as  still  vested  in  him  for  the  benefit  of  the  said  Daniel 
Heister  and  his  Heirs. 

Your  petitioner  conceives  that  it  must  plainly  appear 
from  the  said  Act  of  Assembly,  that  the  Legislature  con¬ 
sidered  the  property  as  belonging  to  him,  in  their  dispo¬ 
sition  of  it,  and  not  as  subject  to  any  claim  of  the  State; 
whereas  if  the  whole  circumstances  of  the  case  had  been 
disclosed  by  the  said  Daniel  Heister,  the  property  must 
have  been  considered  as  much  vested  in  the  state  as  of 
any  time  since.  Your  petitioner  therefore  also  hopes 
that  the  said  Act  of  Assembly  may  be  repealed  and  all 
conveyances  made  subsequent  thereto  by  the  said  Rosan- 
nah  Heister,  William  Heister  and  your  petitioner  annulled 
and  made  void. 

And  your  petitioner  will  ever  pray 

(Signed)  Jonathan  Hagar 

1785 

Rosanna  survived  her  husband  by  seven  years.  After 
Gen.  Heister ’s  death  in  1803,  she  continued  to  live  in  their 
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house  on  the  southwest  corner  of  the  Square,  diagonally  op¬ 
posite  her  father’s  old  home.  Tradition  relates  that  she  de¬ 
lighted  in  her  lovely  flowers,  of  which  she  had  many,  in  the 
plot  commonly  called  “Mrs.  Heister’s  Garden”,  facing  the 
Square.  She  was  also  fond  of  children,  of  whom,  sadly  enough, 
she  had  none.  We  may  therefore  imagine  her  delight  at  the 
various  visits  paid  her  by  little  Philip  Wingert,  the  child  of 
Elizabeth  Hager  Wingert,  Rosanna’s  first  cousin.  Philip,  the 
youngest  of  Elizabeth’s  five  children,  was  born  in  1784,  and  al¬ 
ways  accompanied  his  mother  on  her  return  visits  from  Som¬ 
erset  County,  Pennsylvania,  where  she  had  lived  since  her 
marriage  to  the  well-to-do  German,  Peter  Wingert.  Shock¬ 
ingly  enough,  Elizabeth — who,  we  must  recall,  was  a  niece 
of  the  Founder — died  most  unexpectedly  while  on  one  of  these 
visits  with  Rosanna.  As  a  consequence,  she  was  buried  in 
the  Reformed  Church  cemetery.  Philip,  by  ~ow  a  young  man 
of  twenty-two  and  old  enough  to  help  in  the  management  of 
the  Widow  Heister’s  affairs,  remained  with  Rosanna.  In  the 
ensuing  year,  1807  Philip,  with  the  death  of  his  father,  found 
himself  parentless.  And  only  three  years  later  his  new  home 
was  dissipated  with  the  death  of  the  Widow  Heister.  Co-ex¬ 
ecutor  of  her  estate,  he  is  said  to  have  received  the  greater 
portion  of  it  through  her  will.  This  inheritance,  combined  with 
his  share  from  his  father’s  estate  of  “1500  fertile  acres”,  made 
Philip  Wingert  the  heaviest  tax-payer  of  the  period  within  the 
bounds  of  Washington  County.  Aside  from  his  main  share  in 
the  Heister  property,  to  Philip  Wingert  was  left  the  home- 
property  on  the  Square;  half  of  Gen.  Heister’s  library;  a  por¬ 
trait  of  Rosanna,  painted  in  1780,  in  which  her  very  German 
countenance — obviously  smiling  contentment  over  her  blue 
satin  gown  and  high-piled  dark  curls — still  peers  curiously  at 
us;  a  large  gold  French  watch  presented  her  by  a  former  suitor, 
Gen.  Thomas  Sprigg,  and  virtuously  bought  from  him  for 
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$200.00  at  the  time  of  her  marriage  to  Heister;  a  lovely  pierc¬ 
ed  silver  cake-basket  and,  no  doubt,  other  possessions  unac¬ 
counted  for  or  lost  to  posterity.  As  for  the  Hager  silver  ser¬ 
vice,  this  rightfully  went  to  Elizabeth  Hager  Lawrence.  (The 
waste  bowl  of  this  service  was,  according  to  Mrs.  Brent,  “of¬ 
ten  used  in  the  early  days  of  Hagerstown  for  the  baptism  of 
infants  and  therefore  seems  a  very  precious  relic.”  After 
passing  through  the  hands  of  Mr.  Robert  F.  Brent  and  of  the 
Compton  family  of  Ellicott  City,  Md.,  the  silver  today  rests  in 
the  vaults  of  the  Maryland  Historical  Society.)  The  property 
back  of  her  home  on  the  Square  went  to  Jonathan  David  Ha¬ 
ger,  a  great-grandnephew  of  the  Founder,  and  was  called,  after 
him,  “Hager’s  Row”.  We  must  remember  that  Jonathan 
David  was  the  namesake  of  both  Rosanna’s  father  and  of  her 
uncle.  He  was  the  son  of  Christian  Hager,  who  was,  in  turn, 
a  son  of  David’s  son,  John.  It  was  Christian  who  later  re¬ 
moved  to  Kentucky  with  his  young  son,  Jonathan  David.  It 
was  Christian,  too,  who  was  one  of  the  claimants  in  the  liti¬ 
gation  over  the  Hager-Heister  property.  Apparently  he  had 
great  hopes  in  regard  to  the  inheritance  of  this  property.  Per¬ 
haps  it  was  not  without  motive  that  his  children  were  named 
Jonathan  David,  Elizabeth  Rosanna,  Mary  Magdalena,  and 
Upton  Lawrence!  When  Jonathan  David  finally  did  receive 
his  inheritance  from  Rosanna,  Christian  Hager  and  Philip 
Wingert  were  appointed  guardians  of  the  boy  who  was  still 
a  minor.  But  Philip  Wingert  finally  had  the  father  “removed 
for  cause”  from  this  guardianship  when  it  developed  that 
Christian  Hager  had  “made  no  accounting  of  the  large  sums 
received  from  rentals  of  the  Hagerstown  property  and  paid 
none  of  it  to  his  son.”  At  the  time  of  his  Father’s  death,  Jona¬ 
than  David  “brought  suit  in  the  Washington  County  Court, 
and  asked  for  an  accounting”.  Only  a  year  before,  1832, 
Christian  Hager  had  brought  suit  against  Elizabeth  Lawrence 
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with  the  hope  of  obtaining  further  property  for  his  son.  Time 
never  seemed  to  heal  these  heated  disputes,  nor  to  quell  the 
enthusiasm  of  the  various  petitioners. 

At  the  time  of  Rosanna’s  death,  Upton  Lawrence,  husband 
of  Jonathan,  Jr.’s  only  child,  Elizabeth,  broughTan  ejectment 
for  the  aforementioned  and  disputed  property  against  John, 
Gabriel  and  William  Heister.  Upon  the  efforts  of  Christian 
Hager  to  obtain  an  interest  in  the  property,  Upton  Lawrence 
addressed  these  remarks  (among  others!)  to  the  General  As¬ 
sembly  of  Maryland: 

- the  said  Christian  Hager  has  stated  in  his  print¬ 
ed  and  widely  circulated  memorial  that  sometime  in  the 
course  of  the  American  revolution  and  before  the  year 
1781,  the  younger  Jonathan  Hager  entered  into  the  ser¬ 
vice  of  the  enemy  whereby  the  whole  of  his  estate  became 
liable  to  seisure  under  the  confiscation  acts  of  this  State . 
That  in  the  year  1781  at  the  instance  of  the  said  Heister 
and  wife  an  act  of  Assembly  was  passed  vesting  in  the 
said  Rosanna  Heister  a  fee  simple  estate  in  so  much  of 
the  land  of  the  said  Hager  as  was  intended  by  him  to  be 
conveyed  to  her  and  her  husband  and  securing  to  her 
husband  only  a  life  interest  therein.  This  he  states  the 
Legislature  had  a  right  to  do  because  the  estate  of  the 
younger  Heister  (meaning  Hager)  had  become  vested  in 
the  State. 

That  part  of  this  statement  which  would  induce  this 
honorable  body  to  believe  that  Jonathan  Hager  was  a 
traitor  to  his  country — that  he  voluntarily  entered  into  the 
service  of  the  enemy — whereby  the  whole  of  his  estate 
had  become  vested  in  the  state — It  is  the  duty  of  your 
memorialist  to  repel  and  prove  untrue.  He  hopes  his 
relative  situation  to  the  party  charged  and  wounded  feel¬ 
ings  will  be  his  excuse  for  presenting  this  memorial  and 
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inviting  of  this  honorable  body  to  a  concise  statement  of 
facts  supported  by  the  most  incontrovertible  testimony. 

The  plea  ends: 

- but  hopes  the  unfounded  charge  against  the 

character  of  the  ancestor  of  his  wife  and  children  will 
excuse  this  intrusion. 

All  of  which  is  respectfully  submitted  to  your  honors 
by 

Your  obt  sert 

U.  Lawrence. 

Annapolis,  Jany  21st,  1817. 

Lawrence,  like  Heister,  wanted  this  property  in  his  own 
right,  an  idea  not  concurrent  with  any  plans  of  his  wife.  After 
Lawrence’s  death  in  March  of  1824,  Elizabeth  was  still  fea¬ 
tured  as  one  of  the  complainants.  We  read:  “Christian  Hager 
and  others  claiming  the  said  property  as  devisees  of  Rosanna 
Heister,  have  filed  their  bill  in  this  court  against  the  com¬ 
plainant  the  heirs  of  Upton  Lawrence  and  the  devisees  of 
Daniel  Heister,  and  those  claiming  under  them,  to  which  bill 
she  has  answered.” 

While  all  of  the  various  lawsuits  over  the  property 
of  the  Founder  were  eventually  settled  out  of  Court,  no 
doubt  members  of  the  family  who  were  involved  in  settle¬ 
ment  of  the  Heister  property  were  eventually  equipped  to 
pass  upon  the  sagacity  of  Shakespear’s  warning: 

u 


a 


Beware  of  entrance  to  a  quarrel ,  hut,  being  in, 
Bear't  that  the  opposed  may  beware  of  thee ” 


CHAPTER  V 

“COINCIDENCE  PRESENTS  HER  CREDENTIALS* 


WE  have  now  covered  the  Founder’s  immediate  line,  and 
have  identified  him,  his  son  and  his  great-grand¬ 
nephew,  all  of  the  same  name.  But  what  of  the  two 
Jonathan  Hagers  still  unaccounted  for?  They  should  have  a 
place  in  this  paper  for  one  particular  reason — to  clear  away 
from  the  Founder  the  superfluous  facts  surrounding  him.  Con¬ 
fusion  under  the  circumstances  must  necessarily  exist.  It  is 
true  that  a  few  persons,  historically  minded,  know  that  a  Jon¬ 
athan  Hager,  “Miller”,  lived  in  Hagerstown.  But  “the  Mil- 
ler”was  born  seventeen  years  after  the  death  of  the  Founder, 
and  only  six  years  prior  to  the  death  of  the  Founder’s  son. 
Who,  then,  was  the  Jonathan  Hager  repeatedly  mentioned  in 
contemporary  dates  with  the  Founder,  and  who  lived  almost 
half  a  century  after  him?  That  the  first  Jonathan  Hager  may 
rightly  hold  the  place  he  made  for  himself  within  his  own  com¬ 
munity,  let  us  briefly  glance  at  the  facts  pertaining  to  this  sep¬ 
arate  line  bearing  the  identical  name  of  the  Founder. 

Somewhere  in  Pennsylvania  or  New  York  in  the  year 
1752,  a  Jonathan  Hager,  later  to  be  known  in  Hagerstown  as 
the  “Wagonmaker”  or  “Tavern-keeper”  was  born.  The 
Founder  was  already  thirty-eight  years  old  when  this  particu¬ 
lar  Jonathan  came  into  the  world.  He  married  a  Nancy  (Ann) 
Moyer  (or  Boyer),  connected  with  the  Fink  family  of  New 
York.  He  is  said  to  have  served  in  the  Revolution  and  to  have 
come  to  Hagerstown  at  the  end  of  the  war.  His  will  probated 
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in  1823  proved  him  to  have  four  children,  Katherine,  Samuel, 
George  and  Jonathan,  Jr.  Descendants  of  this  family  are  the 
late  Andrew  Hager  and  his  sons,  George  and  Garvin.  It  is 
sheer  fiction,  of  course,  that  the  Founder  brought  this  Jonathan 
to  Hagerstown  and  gave  him  his  name;  simply  a  plausible 
answer  to  a  coincidence.  That  the  two  families  were  of  dis¬ 
tinct  origins  is  not  especially  remarkable  when  we  know  that 
many  Hagers  immigrated  into  neighboring  Pennsylvania.  “The 
Wagonmaker’s”  obituary  which  reads,  “He  lived  in  Hagers¬ 
town  when  the  ground  on  which  it  stands  was  a  howling 
wilderness”,  readily  leads  us  to  conclude  that  his  advent  into 
Hageistown  was  at  a  very  early  age;  when  he  was  only  nine 
or  ten  years  old,  an  ambitiously  planned  town  had  already 
been  laid  out  by  the  Founder. 

The  first  record  of  this  particular  Jonathan  appears  in  a 
deed  from  John  Ragan  to  “Jonathan  Hager,  Wagonmaker”, 
August  29,  1780,  for  a  lot  20  in  Elizabeth-Town.  Next,  we 
have  a  deed  to  “Jonathan  Hager,  Wagonmaker”,  from  Jonath¬ 
an  Hager,  esq.,  and  wife  Mary  (Magdalene).  The  Wagon- 
maker  also  made  a  deed,  April  18,  1810,  with  his  wife  “Ann”, 
to  Jacob  Shull,  for  a  lot  in  Hagerstown. 

How  long  the  Wagonmaker  pursued  his  trade  is  proble¬ 
matical.  At  an  undivulged  date  he  left  Hagerstown  for  Cham- 
bersburg,  where  he  kept  an  inn  for,  we  are  told,  some  years. 
But  in  1796  he  returned  to  Hagerstown  with  the  reputation  of 
a  tavern-keeper  of  experience.  He  opened  up  a  tavern  on  the 
Public  Square,  fronting  the  Court  House,  and  called  it  “The 
Fountain  Inn.”  Here,  in  1797  was  held  a  Fourth  of  July 
Celebration.  The  account  reads,  “A  number  of  citizens,  and 
the  Washington  Blues,  Capt.  J.  Schnebly  (who  was  their  com¬ 
mander),  met  at  Mr.  Hager’s  at  Fountain  Inn.  After  the  us¬ 
ual  evolutions  they  proceeded  to  Mr.  Smith’s  tavern  to  dinner, 
where  a  number  of  toasts  were  drunk.”  We  may  conclude 
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that,  at  this  point,  the  party  was  fairly  gay  and  that  the  Fourth 
found  itself  properly  celebrated  by  those  present!  Inciden¬ 
tally,  another  account  admits  that  Mr.  Hager’s  Inn  was  “a 
favorite  place  for  Independence  Day  Celebrations.”  The 
host’s  attributed  characteristics  of  good  character,  popularity 
and  citizenship  of  some  standing  made  his  tavern — most 
patently — the  favorite  meeting-place  in  a  town  not  only  sur¬ 
rounded  but  literally  studded  with  inns. 

Various  notes  of  the  period  frequently  refer  to  the 
“Tavern-keeper”.  In  1799  we  find  this  notice:  “Jacob  Rohrer, 
Jr.,  resumed,  Jan.  30th,  the  business  of  brewing,  before  con¬ 
ducted  by  Messrs.  Jonathan  Hager  and  George  Shall”,  and 
advertising  for  good  barley  hops,  promised  a  “generous  price”. 

Also,  reference  to  “The  Diamond”,  “nearly  opposite  Jon¬ 
athan  Hager’s  inn.” 

A  like  reference  in  1802:  “Michael  Yerger  removed, 
March  16th,  to  the  ‘red  house’,  adjoining  Jonathan  Hager’s 
Tavern.” 

On  July  1803,  D.  Hartshorne  advertised  in  “The  Herald” 
“that  he  would  open  a  school  at  Mrs.  Jonathan  Hager  s  long 
room,  for  the  purpose  of  instructing  them  (his  pupils)  in  the 
rules  of  dancing  and  other  graceful  departments  which  are  or¬ 
namental  to  society”.  Mr.  Hartshorne  would  also  teach  vocal 
lessons  at  the  same  place. 

In  1803  a  line  of  mail  stages  was  established  between 
Hagerstown  and  Baltimore,  “which  left  Jonathan  Hager  s 
Tavern  at  the  Sign  of  the  Ship,  near  the  Courthouse,  Hagers¬ 
town,  every  Tuesday  and  Saturday  at  ten  o  clock  A.  M. 
Either  Mr.  Hager  had  bought  a  new  inn  or  had  renamed  the  old 
“Fountain”.  Probably  the  latter,  as  the  location  appears  to 
have  been  identical— namely,  “near”  or  “opposite”  the  Court¬ 
house. 
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Soon  Hager  had  a  new  pursuit  which  he  combined  with 
tavern-keeping.  The  occupation  was  horse-racing.  To  quote: 
“The  tavern-keepers  were  chiefly  instrumental  in  getting  up 
the  races,  and  reaped  a  rich  harvest  from  them.”  A  race¬ 
course  out  Locust  Street  on  the  Funkstown  Road,  and  describ¬ 
ed  as  being  “just  outside  of  town”,  was  managed  by  Hager  and 
John  Ragan,  both  of  whom  were  known  as  “noted  tavern-keep¬ 
ers”.  It  was  their  job  to  announce  the  race-meets,  enter  the 
horses,  announce  the  purses,  and  to  take  general  care  of  the 
grounds.  Races  at  this  track  were  run  in  four-mile  heats. 
Purses  of  $500.00  were  contested  for,  and  the  meetings  were 
held  every  fall.  Horses  were  brought  from  New  York,  Vir¬ 
ginia  and  Kentucky.  Jonathan  Hager  was  listed  as  one  of 
six  “most  active  in  getting  up”  these  races.  The  betting  was 
heavy,  especially  among  such  fans  as  Ringgold,*  who  was 
always  unlucky,  we  are  told,  and  Otho  Holland  Williams,! 
who,  tradition  would  have  us  believe,  always  placed  his  bets 
on  winners.  The  latter  was  enough  of  an  enthusiast  to  have  a 
private  course  at  his  home,  “Springfield  Farm”. 

At  the  age  of  seventy-one  years,  on  February  16,  1823, 
Jonathan  Hager,  Wagonmaker,  tavern-keeper  and  race- track 
promoter,  died.  Most  of  his  mature  life  was  lived  after  the 
death  of  the  Founder  in  1775;  much  of  it  after  the  death  of 
the  Founder’s  son  in  1798.  This  Wagonmaker ’s  son,  another 
Jonathan,  Jr.,  was  thirty-one  at  the  time  of  his  father’s  death. 
Their  respective  careers  could  only  have  over-lapped  during 
a  possible  ten  years.  Thus,  we  may  readily  see  that  each  of 
the  Jonathans  had  his  own  distinctive  niche  in  the  town’s 
history. 

*  General  Samuel  Ringgold,  “bon  vivant”  of  the  period,  who  built 
“Fountain  Rock”  on  the  site  of  St.  James  School,  Maryland.  He  was 
the  father  of  Major  Ringgold  of  Palo  Alto  fame. 

t  General  Otho  Holland  Williams,  a  friend  of  George  Washington,  and 
founder  in  1787  of  Williamsport,  Md. 
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This  fifth  and  last  Jonathan  Hager,  born  in  1792,  was  a 
storekeeper  and  miller,  and  a  son  of  the  “Wagonmaker”.  Var¬ 
ious  sparse  accounts  tell  us  that  his  start  in  life  was  difficult 
so  arduous  that  he  had  to  walk  to  Baltimore  for  merchandise 
with  which  to  open  up  a  small  store  on  South  Potomac  St., 
near  the  Public  Square.  True,  he  was  one  of  three  sons  who 
had  to  be  established  in  business,  but  his  only  sister,  Katherine, 
was  early  married  off,  1802,  and  his  brother  George  was  in 
business  with  him.  It  is  difficult  to  picture  his  opening  busi¬ 
ness  career  as  being  unduly  difficult.  A  note  of  the  period 
says,  “George  and  John  Harry  kept  store  on  the  East  corner 
of  the  Square  on  Washington  St.  I  think  they  were  succeed¬ 
ed  by  the  Hagers,  George  and  Jonathan”.  George  was  five 
years  older  than  Jonathan.  Born  on  July  24,  1787,  he  died 
in  Terre  Haute,  Ind.,  in  1870,  “a  respected  business  man  and 
merchant”  in  his  adopted  community.  Files  of  old  newspapers 
list  (  for  1805-1815):  “Hager,  George  and  Jonathan  mer¬ 
chants”. 

When  “the  Miller”  finally  married,  it  was  to  the  daughter 
of  Col.  Conrad  Hogmire,  a  prominent  man  of  the  town.  In  his 
choice  for  wife,  the  youthful  Hager  was  showing  proof  of  a 
life  well-planned  and  later  sagaciously  lived.  His  earthly  af¬ 
fairs  rapidly  improved,  and  one  of  his  first  acquisitions  was 
the  mill  on  the  Antietam  (at  the  foot  of  Mill  St.),  built  by 
Daniel  Stull  in  1788,  and  operated  by  Stull  in  partnership  with 
Nathaniel  Rochester.  This  is  the  mill  in  “Hager  Park”  and 
which  is  associated  with  the  Founder’s  name.  He  likewise 
purchased  the  site  now  occupied  by  the  Colonial  Hotel,  but 
which,  at  that  time,  was  occupied  by  the  comfortable  and  large 
house  of  Richard  Ragan,  the  elder.  It  was  in  this  house  that 
the  Miller  died  in  1864;  his  widow  in  1873. 

In  the  year  of  his  death  the  Miller  bought  another  mill, 
this  time  from  William  Hess.  We  are  told  that  at  the  time  of 
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his  decease,  this  Jonathan  Hager  was  worth  at  least  $660,000 
which  sum  included  $30,000  to  $60,000  in  cash  and  securities. 
He  bequeathed  a  farm  to  each  of  his  five  children,  farms  with 
mills  going  to  William  and  Andrew,  and  farms  to  John  and 
two  daughters.  To  Andrew  likewise  was  left  the  original  prop¬ 
erty  on  the  Square,  where  the  Young  Building  now  stands.  For 
many  years  he  “kept  store”  on  this  site. 

The  Founder’s  property  is  traditionally  connected  with 
that  of  “the  Miller’s”.  Mr.  Wm.  R.  Hamilton  was  of  the 
opinion  that  “the  Miller”  never  owned  any  of  the  original  prop¬ 
erty  of  Jonathan  Hager,  Founder.  On  the  other  hand,  Mr. 
Edwin  Bell,  a  one-time  well-known  newspaper  owner  and  his¬ 
torian  of  Hagerstown,  stated  that  “the  Miller”  bought  the 
Founder’s  property  on  the  Square,  that  “the  Miller”  owned 
this  location  when  “the  Torch  Light”  was  removed  to  the  site 
following  a  fire  on  the  Southwest  corner.  He  further  relates 
that  after  this  fire  “the  Miller”  bought  the  damaged  site.  Upon 
completion  of  repairs  to  the  burnt  buildings,  the  property — 
known  as  “Hager’s  Row”  and  previously  mentioned  in  connec¬ 
tion  with  Rosanna’s  will — was  purchased  from  Mr.  Hager, 
and  the  printing-office  of  “the  Torch  Light”  returned  to  its 
former  location.  This  account  appears  to  be  too  complete  to  be 
regarded  entirely  as  fiction.  At  the  time  of  “the  Miller’s” 
death,  Williams  states  that  this  Jonathan  Hager  owned  the 
Stull  Mill,  later  known  as  “Hager  Mill”;  the  “Kennedy  Mill”, 
a  flouring  mill  on  the  Antietam;  the  farm  adjacent  to  the  Ken¬ 
nedy  mill  on  the  east  (part  of  the  Heister  estate,  “Spring- 
dale”);  the  estate  called  “Ravenswood”  (former  property  of 
John  W.  Kennedy);  a  large  estate  between  the  Sharpsburg 
Pike  and  the  Norfolk  and  Western  Railroad;  the  home  of 
the  Founder  on  the  Square;  “Hager’s  Row”;  the  southeast  cor¬ 
ner  of  the  Square;  his  own  home  on  the  corner  of  South  Po¬ 
tomac  and  Antietam  Streets;  and  $60,000  in  cash  and  secur- 
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ities.  This  enterprising  man,  who  was  born,  made  a  fortune 
and  died  within  the  narrow  confines  of  his  native  town,  is  now 
buried  in  Rose  Hill  cemetery,  after  removal  of  his  remains 
from  their  original  resting-place  in  the  Lutheran  grave¬ 
yard. 

Anyone  in  doubt  as  to  the  actuality  of  these  various  Jon¬ 
athan  Hagers  has  only  to  regard  their  distinct  and  characteris¬ 
tic  handwritings.  The  Founder’s,  as  seen  in  his  Bible,  is  writ¬ 
ten  in  a  heavy,  flowing  German  script.  His  son’s  signature  re¬ 
peatedly  runs  across  receipts  of  the  period  in  a  neat  and 
delicate  line.  On  an  old  paper  at  hand  is  the  signature 
of  ‘‘the  Wagonmaker”,  dated  September  25th,  1800,  the 

script  again  made  in  the  heavy  German  lettering  of  the  older 
generation.  On  a  similar  paper,  his  son’s  name,  written  “J. 
Hager”  in  a  rapid,  running  hand  is  not  unmodern.  This  note 
which  bears  “the  Miller’s”  signature,  is  dated  May  24,  1839. 
Only  Jonathan  David  Hager’s  signature  remains  unaccounted 
for,  and,  having  left  these  parts  at  an  early  age  and  his  gen¬ 
eration  falling  at  a  late  date,  his  identity  and  the  peculiarities 
of  his  writing  have  slight  importance  as  compared  with  the 
other  four  Jonathan  Hagers.  But  so  diverse,  so  characteristic¬ 
ally  individual  are  the  four  types  of  penmanship  on  record, 
that  they  should  forge  the  final  link  of  proof  in  the  separate 
identities  of  this  confused  quartette  of  Hagers. 


CHAPTER  VI 


“WHEN  DREAMS  AND  ENTERPRISE  MEET^ 

THROUGH  elimination  of  the  unrelated  Hagers  and 
through  expansion  of  his  immediate  family’s  various  and 
intricate  affairs,  a  fairly  accurate  picture  of  the  Founder 
can  be  drawn.  We  know  now  that  his  interests  were  chiefly 
connected  with  the  welfare  of  his  family  and  the  development 
of  his  township — a  “New  Work”  spurred  on  by  the  loss  of 
his  loved  wife;  that  taverns,  mills,  merchandising  and  horse¬ 
racing  were  not  for  his  ilk;  but  that  patriotism  claimed  him  in 
one  war  and,  except  for  an  untimely  death,  would  have  claim¬ 
ed  him  in  another.  We  know  that  he  was  a  man  of  great  force 
of  character  and  of  rigid  independence;  so  devout  that  he 
early  sent  to  Germany  for  a  Book  of  Sermons  which  had  been 
in  his  family  since  1592,  and  which  he  himself  read  on  certain 
occasions  in  the  early  years  of  his  youthful  endeavor;  so  de¬ 
vout  that  he  gave  lots  for  the  use  of  both  the  German  Reformed 
Church  and  the  Lutheran  congregation.  What  is  it  that  Ham¬ 
let  says? — 

“ — Then  there’s  hope  a  great  man’s  memory  may  outlive 
his  life  half  a  year;  but,  by’r-lady,  he  must  build  churches 

then,  or  else  shall  he  suffer  not  thinking  on, - ” 

At  the  Washington  County  Museum  of  Fine  Arts,  Hagers¬ 
town,  Md.,  is  the  Founder’s  fat  silver  watch,  reported  to  have 
been  on  his  person  at  the  time  of  his  death.  An  inscription, 
pasted  on  the  interior  back,  reads,  “Judah  Hart,  Watch-maker 
and  Jeweller,  Norwich”.  His  silver  shoe-buckles  made  in 
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Philadelphia  are  in  the  vaults  of  the  Maryland  Historical  So¬ 
ciety.  The  possessions  of  a  man  long  dead  can  be  amazingly 
revealing,  and  it  is  unfortunate  that  more  of  Hager’s  have  not 
come  down  to  us. 

At  the  time  of  his  death  the  Founder  was  buried  in  the 
family  vault  at  “Hager’s  Delight”.  It  was  sometime  later  that 
his  remains  were  removed  to  the  cemetery  of  the  German  Re¬ 
formed  Church.  There,  on  a  weathered  simple  stone  is  this 
epitaph,  “Capt.  Jonathan  Hager,  Founder  of  Hagerstown. 
Born  1719.  Died  Nov.  6,  1775”.  This  stone,  erected  after  the 
death  of  his  great-granddaughters,  Elizabeth  and  Martha  West 
Lawrence,  inaccurately  gives  his  birthdate.  Perhaps  the  year, 
at  that  time,  was  forgotten,  or  perhaps  the  figure  “1714”  was 
confused  with  “1719”.  Nines  and  fours  have  a  sorry  way 
of  looking  alike,  especially  when  records  are  old  and  blurred. 

Always  popular  among  the  townspeople,  his  prominence 
never  making  him  arrogant,  Jonathan  Hager  enjoyed,  till  the 
time  of  his  death,  “almost  unbounded  influence.”  Acceptable 
as  tribute  are  the  words  which  tell  us  that  he  did  more  than 
any  other  citizen  to  develop  the  county  in  which  he  had  set¬ 
tled. 

But  let  us  turn  to  a  more  intimate  record  of  Hager.  The 
closed  account  in  Capt.  William  Heyser’s  old  ledger  speaks 
more  poignantly  of  a  man  who  lived  and  loved  and  labored 
than  stereotyped  phrases  made  up  in  later  years.  Under  the 
heading,  “Jonathan  Hager”,  follow  entries  for  the  years 
1771,  1773,  and  1775.  On  Nov.  7th,  1775— the  day  after  the 
Founder’s  death,  is  this  entry:  “4  gal.  of  Lisbon  wine.”  On 
Nov.  14th.,:  “10  qts.  of  Lisbon  wine.”  Obviously,  these  were 
orders  put  in  for  Hager  prior  to  his  death  and  which  arrived 
immediately  after  it.  An  old  account  is  significantly  carried 
over,  tallied  up  with  the  new,  and  the  total  amount  entered  to 
the  goodly  sum  of  forty-six  pounds,  plus  a  few  shillings  and 
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pence.  Thus,  the  account  is  closed.  Closed,  too,  the  life  of 
the  Founder.  These  words,  read  at  the  centennial  celebra¬ 
tion  of  the  German  Reformed  Church  in  1874  by  Dr.  Kieffer, 
are  a  fitting  reminder  of  Jonathan  Hager:  “Let  his  name  be 
mentioned  with  reverence,  gratitude  and  affection  this  day, 
and  let  memory  be  handed  down  in  the  annals  of  our  Con¬ 
gregational  history  as  the  memory  of  one  who  loved  the 
Church”.  Pioneer,  soldier,  citizen,  civic  promoter  and  public- 
office-holder,  the  Founder  vested  each  role  with  the  musings 
of  a  visionary.  Perhaps  the  fruits  after  the  frost  are  the  only 
ones  to  survive.  Perhaps  still-born,  like  the  plans  of  many 
even  greater  men  than  he,  Hager’s  dreams  did  not  all  draw 
breath.  Well  may  we  wonder  and  question,  for  is  it  not  true 
that  “He  whom  a  dream  hath  possessed  treads  the  impalpable 
marches”? 
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